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rules  and  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  Is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  4 — Accounts 

CHAPTER  I— GENERAL  ACCOUNTING 
OFFICE 

SUBCHAPTER  G — STANDARDS  FOR  WAIVER  OF 

CLAIMS  FOR  ERRONEOUS  PAYMENT  OF  PAY 

AND  ALLOWANCES 

PART  91— STANDARDS  FOR  WAIVER 
PART  92— PROCEDURE 

Public  Law  93-359  authorizes  waiver 
of  claims  by  the  United  States  arising  out 
of  erroneous  payments  of  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  to  employees  of  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  the  Library  of  Congress, 
the  Office  of  the  Architect  of  the  Capitol, 
and  the  Botanic  Garden.  Subchapter  G 
containing  the  regulations  and  proce¬ 
dures  governing  waivers  of  such  errone¬ 
ous  payments  is  amended  to  reflect  their 
application  to  employees  of  those  agen¬ 
cies,  in  addition  to  employees  of  agencies 
already  covered. 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

1.  Section  91.1  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  91.1  Prescription  of  stundurds. 

These  regulations  are  issued  by  the 
Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States 
in  implementation  of  section  5584  of  title 
5,  United  States  Code,  as  added  by  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  90-616,  approved  October  21, 
1968,  as  amended  by  Public  Laws  92-453, 
approved  October  2, 1972,  and  93-359,  ap¬ 
proved  July  25,  1974,  and  also  in  imple¬ 
mentation  of  new  section  2774  added  to 
title  10,  United  States  Code,  and  new 
section  716  added  to  title  32,  United 
States  Code,  by  said  Public  Law  92-453. 
These  regulations  prescribe  standards  for 
the  waiver  of  claims  of  the  United  States 
against  a  person  arising  out  of  an  erro¬ 
neous  payment  of  pay  or  allowances  to 
an  employee  of  an  agency  and  a  member 
of  the  uniformed  services,  including  the 
National  Guard,  the  collection  of  which 
would  be  against  equity  and  good  con¬ 
science  and  not  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  United  States. 

2.  Section  91.2  (a)  and  (b)  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.2  Definitions. 

In  this  subchapter: 

(a)  "Employee”  means  an  employee  as 
defined  in  5  U.S.C.  8  2105  who  is  or  was 
employed  in  a  civilian  capacity  by  an 
agency. 

(b)  “Agency”  means — 

(1)  An  executive  agency  as  defined  in 
5  U.S.C.  8  105, 

(2)  The  Government  Printing  Office, 

(3)  The  Library  of  Congress, 

(4)  The  Office  of  the  Architect  of  the 
Capitol,  and 


(5)  The  Botanic  Garden. 

3.  Section  91.3(b)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  91.3  Exclusions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Employees  of  the  legislative  branch 
of  the  Government  except  employees  of 
the  Architect  of  the  Capitol,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office,  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress,  the  United  States  Botanic  Garden, 
and  the  General  Accounting  Office. 

§  91.4  [Amended] 

4.  Section  91.4(b)  is  amended  by  dele¬ 
tion  of  the  word  “executive.” 

5.  Section  91.5(a)  is  revised  and  (d) 
rescinded  as  follows: 

§  91.5  Conditions  for  waiver  of  claims. 
*  *  *  *  * 

(a)  The  claim  arises  out  of  an  errone¬ 
ous  payment  of  pay  and  allowances  made 
to  or  in  behalf  of  an  employee  on  or 
after  July  1,  1960,  except  that  waiver 
action  may  not  be  taken  (1)  unless  ap¬ 
plication  is  received  either  in  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Accounting  Office  or  agency  con¬ 
cerned  within  3  years  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  on  which  the  erroneous 
payment  of  pay  was  discovered,  or  within 
3  years  after  October  21,  1968,  whichever 
is  later,  or  (2)  unless  application  is  re¬ 
ceived  either  in  the  General  Accounting 
Office  or  agency  concerned  within  3  years 
immediately  following  the  date  on  which 
the  erroneous  payment  of  allowances  was 
discovered,  or  October  2,  1975,  whichever 
is  later,  or  (3)  in  the  case  of  employees 
of  the  Government  Printing  Office,  the 
Library  of  Congress,  the  Office  of  the 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  or  the  Botanic 
Garden  unless  application  is  received 
either  in  the  General  Accounting  Office 
or  in  the  office  of  the  head  of  the  agency 
concerned  within  3  years  immediately 
following  the  date  on  which  the  errone¬ 
ous  payment  of  pay  or  allowances  was 
discovered  or  July  25,  1977,  whichever  is 
later. 

(d)  [Rescinded! 

§  92.1  [Amended] 

6.  Section  92.1  is  amended  by  deletion 
of  the  word  “executive”  from  the  head¬ 
ing  and  from  the  first  sentence. 

§  92.2  [Amended] 

7.  Section  92.2  is  amended  by  deletion 
of  the  word  “executive”  from  the  first 
sentence  of  subsection  (b) . 

§  92.3  [Amended] 

8.  Section  92.3  is  amended  by  deletion 
of  the  word  "executive”  from  the  head¬ 
ing  and  from  the  first  sentence  and 
paragraph  (d)  is  revised  to  read: 


§  92.3  Procedure  of  head  of  agency  or 
Secretary  concerned  after  receiving 
report  of  investigation. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Refer  the  report  of  investigation 
to  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  if  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
is  in  an  amount  aggregating  $500  or  less 
without  regard  to  any  repayment,  and 
he  has  doubt  as  to  whether  waiver  action 
is  proper.  He  should  set  forth  the  basis 
for  his  doubt. 

§  92.4  [Amended] 

9.  Section  92.4  is  amended  by  deletion 
of  the  word  “executive”  from  the  first 
sentence. 

§  92.7  [Amended] 

10.  Section  92.7  is  amended  by  dele¬ 
tion  of  the  word  “executive”  from  the 
first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  and  from 
both  sentences  of  subsection  (b). 

§  92.8  [Amended] 

11.  Section  92.8  is  amended  by  deletion 
of  the  word  “executive”  from  subsection 

(a). 

(Sec.  311,  42  Stat.  25,  as  amended;  31  U.S.C. 
§  52.  Interpret  or  apply  88  Stat.  393;  6  U.S.C. 
S  5684) 

[seal]  Elmer  B.  Staats, 

Comptroller  General 
of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.75-21809  Filed  8- 18-75; 8: 45  am) 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPEC¬ 
TIONS,  MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — REGULATIONS  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  ACT  OF  1946 

PART  50— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  GOVERN¬ 
ING  WITHDRAWAL  OF  INSPECTION  AND 
GRADING  SERVICES 

Summary  of  Revision 

This  document  makes  several  changes 
in  the  rules  of  practice  under  which  in¬ 
spection  and  grading  services  may  be 
withdrawn  from  applicants  who  request 
such  services  provided  by  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service.  Authority  for 
these  changes  is  contained  in  Section 
205,  60  Stat.  1090  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
1624. 

The  changes  in  these  rules  of  practice 
are  a  result  of  court  decisions  which  have 
raised  questions  about  due  process  in  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceedings  where  the  same 
agency  both  initiates  withdrawal  of  serv¬ 
ice  action  and  makes  the  final  decision 
with  regard  to  disposition  of  the  case. 
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Consequently,  these  rules  are  being 
changed  to  provide  for  the  Issuance  of 
initial  decisions  by  an  Administrative 
Law  Judge  rather  than  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  The  decision  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  would  become  final 
unless  appealed  to  the  Secretary  within 
35  days. 

Other  changes  are  incorporated  into 
this  revision  so  as  to  achieve  uniformity 
among  various  agencies  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  in  their  respective  rules  of  practice 
regarding  withdrawal  of  service.  For  this 
reason  and  to  insure  the  adequate  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  legal  rights  of  all  parties, 
such  things  as  the  right  to  seek  deposi¬ 
tions,  affidavits,  oral  arguments  before 
the  Secretary,  appeals  of  decisions,  and 
reopening  of  hearings  or  other  proceed¬ 
ings  are  included  in  this  revision. 

Additional  changes  are  made  to  pro¬ 
vide  further  instructions  regarding  the 
authority  and  responsibility  of  Judges, 
and  one  section  is  added  to  reflect  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  to  act  in  place 
of  an  Examiner  or  Judge  in  any  proceed¬ 
ing. 

The  section  on  definitions  is  changed 
to  reflect  terms  currently  contained  in 
the  rules  of  practice.  Hie  definition  of 
conditional  withdrawal  is  amended  to 
more  clearly  reflect  the  Agency’s  right  to 
withdraw  service  for  interference  with 
its  employees  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties. 

Subpart  D  of  the  current  rules  is  de¬ 
leted  in  its  entirety,  and  other  sections 
are  amended  to  delete  any  reference  to 
withdrawal  of  recognition  by  the  Live¬ 
stock  Division  of  a  non -Federally  in¬ 
spected  meat  establishment.  Since  the 
enactment  of  the  Wholesome  Meat  Act  of 
1967,  all  plants  now  receiving  AMS  grad¬ 
ing  services  have  Federal  meat  inspec¬ 
tion  or  State  inspection  recognized  as 
being  equal  to  Federal  inspection  which 
eliminates  the  need  for  this  rule. 

Other  procedural  changes  have  been 
included  for  the  purpose  of  uniformity 
in  handling  of  cases  but  which  have  no 
effect  on  the  matters  at  Issue  or  due 
process  of  proceedings. 

The  regulations  in  Part  50,  Title  7, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are  hereby 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Sub  part  A — General 

Sec. 

60.1  Meaning  of  words. 

50.2  Definitions. 

50.3  Scope  and  applicability  of  this  part. 

Subpart  B — Conditional  Withdrawal  of  Service 
Proceedings 

50.11  General. 

50.12  Notice. 

Subpart  C — Rules  Applicable  To  Disciplinary 
Withdrawal  Proceedings 

60.21  Stipulations  and  consent  orders. 

50.22  Formal  complaints  and  other  moving 

papers. 

50.23  Docket  number. 

50.24  Judges.  « 

50.25  The  answer. 

60.26  Motions  and  requests. 

50.27  Oral  hearings  before  Judge. 

50.28  Depositions. 

50.29  Prehearing  conferences. 

50.30  Post-hearing  procedure. 

50.31  Appeal  to  Secretary. 


Sec. 

60.32  Argument  before  Secretary. 

60.33  Consideration  of  appeal  by  the  Secre¬ 

tary  and  issuance  of  final  order. 

60.34  Rehearing,  reargument,  reconsidera¬ 

tion  of  orders,  and  reopening  of 

hearings. 

60.36  Filing;  extensions  of  time;  effective 

date  of  filing;  computation  of  time. 

50.36  Service;  proof  of  service. 

50.37  Rule  applicable  to  all  proceedings. 
50.40  Summary  action,  general. 

Authority:  Sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1624. 

Subpart  A — General 
§  50.1  Meaning  of  words. 

As  used  in  this  part,  words  in  the 
singular  form  shall  be  deemed  to  import 
the  plural,  and  vice  versa,  as  the  case 
may  require. 

§  50.2  Definitions. 

(a)  The  term  “Act”  means  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  ap¬ 
proved  August  14,  1946,  and  any  legisla¬ 
tion  amendatory  thereof  (7  U.S.C.  1621- 
1627). 

(b)  “Administrator”  means  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  or  any  officer  or  employee  to  whom 
authority  has  heretofore  been  dele¬ 
gated,  or  to  whom  authority  may  here¬ 
after  be  delegated  to  act  in  his  stead. 

(c)  “Division”  means  the  Division  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  ini¬ 
tiating  the  withdrawal  proceedings. 

(d)  “Director”  means  the  Director  of 
the  Division  or  any  officer  or  employee 
to  whom  authority  has  heretofore  been 
delegated,  or  to  whom  authority  may 
hereafter  be  delegated,  to  act  in  his 
stead. 

(e)  “Department”  means  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture. 

(f)  “Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  whom  authority  has  heretofore 
been  delegated,  or  to  whom  authority 
may  hereafter  be  delegated,  to  act  in 
his  stead. 

(g)  “General  Counsel”  means  the 
General  Counsel  of  the  Department  or 
any  employee  of  the  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  to  whom  the  authority  to 
act  in  his  stead  has  heretofore  been  or 
may  hereafter  be  delegated. 

(h)  “Conditional  withdrawal  of  serv¬ 
ice”  means  the  withdrawal,  not  involv¬ 
ing  disciplinary  action,  of  grading  or 
inspection  service  from  a  person  for  a 
correctable  cause  such  as  failure  to  pay 
bills  for  service.  Interference  with  the 
grading  or  Inspection  personnel  in  the 
performance  of  their  duties,  insanitary 
or  other  unsatisfactory  plant  condi¬ 
tions. 

(i)  “Disciplinary  withdrawal  of  serv¬ 
ice”  means  the  withdrawal  of  grading 
or  inspection  service  for  any  reason 
(other  than  a  conditional  withdrawal) 
due  to  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  the  regu¬ 
lations  issued  thereunder.  The  term  in¬ 
cludes  termination  of  service  contracts 
for  cause  even  though  the  contract  may 
provide  for  the  unilateral  termination 


by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
under  certain  specified  conditions. 

(j)  “Administrative  Law  Judge.”  In 
connection  with  disciplinary  proceed¬ 
ings,  the  terms  “Administrative  Law 
Judge”  or  “Judge”  mean  any  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  appointed  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  3105,  assigned  to  conduct  the 
proceeding. 

(k)  “Initial  decision”:  In  connection 
with  disciplinary  proceedings,  “initial 
decision”  or  “decision”  means  the  ini¬ 
tial  decision  of  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  and  includes  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge’s  (1)  findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  with  respect  to  all  material 
issues  of  fact,  law  or  discretion,  as  well 
as  the  reasons  or  basis  therefor,  (2) 
order,  and  (3)  rulings  on  findings,  con¬ 
clusions  and  order  submitted  by  the 
parties. 

(l)  “Hearing  Clerk”  means  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

(m)  “Party”  includes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  in  those  instances  in  which  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  instituted  upon  moving  papers 
filed  by  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  in  an  official  capacity. 

(n)  “Complainant”  means  the  party 
upon  whose  moving  paper  the  proceeding 
is  instituted. 

(o)  “Respondent”  means  the  party 
proceeded  against. 

(p)  “Moving  paper”  means  any  formal 
complaint,  petition  or  notice,  issued  by 
the  Director,  by  virtue  of  which  a  formal 
proceeding  under  the  Act  is  instituted. 

§  50.3  Scope  And  applicability  of  this 
part. 

The  rules  of  practice  in  this  part  shall 
govern  all  withdrawals  of  inspection  and 
grading  service  furnished  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service  pursuant  to 
the  Act.  They  do  not  modify  existing  pro¬ 
cedures  for  refusing  to  inspect,  grade,  or 
certify  a  specific  lot  of  a  product  because 
of  adulteration,  improper  preparation  or 
improper  presentation  of  the  lot  for  grad¬ 
ing,  or  because  of  failure  to  comply  with 
any  similar  requirements  set  forth  in  ap¬ 
plicable  regulations. 

Subpart  B — Conditional  Withdrawal  of 
Service  Proceedings 

§  50.11  General. 

The  Director  may  withdraw  grading 
or  inspection  service  from  a  person  for  a 
correctable  cause.  Such  service,  after 
appropriate  corrective  action  is  taken, 
will  be  restored  immediately,  or  as  soon 
thereafter  as  a  grader  or  inspector  can 
be  made  available. 

§  50.12  Notice. 

Written  notice  shall  be  given  to  the 
person  concerned,  in  advance  of  a  con¬ 
ditional  withdrawal,  whenever  it  is  feasi¬ 
ble  to  do  so.  If  advance  written  notice  is 
not  given,  the  conditional  withdrawal 
action  shall  be  promptly  confirmed  in 
writing  and  the  reason  therefor  shall  be 
stated,  except  in  instances  where  the 
person  has  already  corrected  the  defi¬ 
ciency. 
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Subpart  C — Rules  Applicable  to 

Disciplinary  Withdrawal  Proceedings 

§  50.21  Stipulations  and  consent  orders. 

(a)  At  any  time  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  the  moving  paper,  the  Director  may 
enter  into  a  stipulation  with  the  prospec¬ 
tive  respondent,  whereby  the  latter 
agrees  to  discontinue  the  acts  or  prac¬ 
tices  which  are  violative  of  the  Act  and 
also  may  agree  to  withdrawal  of  grading 
or  inspection  service.  Such  stipulations 
shall  be  admissible  as  evidence  of  such 
acts  and  practices  in  any  subsequent  pro¬ 
ceeding  against  such  person  before  the 
Secretary. 

(b)  At  any  time  after  the  issuance  of 
the  moving  paper  and  prior  to  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  any  proceeding,  the  Director,  in 
his  discretion,  may  allow  the  respondent 
to  consent  to  an  order.  In  so  consenting, 
the  respondent  must  submit,  for  filing  in 
the  record,  a  stipulation  or  statement  in 
which  he  admits  at  least  those  facts  nec¬ 
essary  to  the  Secretary’s  jurisdiction  and 
agrees  that  an  order  may  be  entered 
against  him.  Upon  a  record  composed 
of  the  moving  paper  and  the  stipulations 
or  agreement  consenting  to  the  order, 
the  Judge  shall  enter  the  order  consented 
to  by  the  respondent,  which  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  an  order 
made  after  oral  hearing. 

§  50.22  Formal  complaints  and  other 
moving  papers. 

(a)  Filing ;  service;  and  number  of 
copies.  A  formal  complaint  or  other  form 
of  moving  paper  shall  be  filed,  in  trip¬ 
licate,  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  who 
shall  promptly  serve  a  true  copy  thereof 
upon  the  respondent,  in  the  manner  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  50.36. 

(b)  Who  may  file.  Disciplinary  with¬ 
drawal  proceedings  may  be  instituted 
only  upon  moving  papers  filed  by  the 
Director. 

(c)  Contents.  A  moving  paper  shall 
state  briefly  and  clearly  the  allegations 
of  fact  which  constitute  a  basis  for  the 
proceeding  and  shall  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  matters  or  things  in  issue. 
Moving  papers  shall  not  include  charges, 
implied  charges,  or  requirements  phrased 
generally  in  the  words  of  the  Act,  but  the 
words  of  the  Act  may  be  identified  and 
quoted  or  used  in  preliminary  recitals. 
Moving  papers  which  propose  to  deny  ap¬ 
plications,  petitions,  or  requests  shall 
specify  the  reason  for  denial  and  shall, 
so  far  as  practicable,  contain  suggestions 
as  to  further  procedures  or  alternatives 
available  to  the  persons  involved. 

(d)  Amendments.  At  any  time  prior  to 
the  close  of  the  hearing,  the  moving  pa¬ 
per  may  be  amended,  but,  in  case  of  an 
amendment  adding  new  provisions,  the 
hearing  shall,  at  the  request  of  the  re¬ 
spondent,  be  adjourned  for  a  reasonable 
time  to  be  determined  by  the  Judge. 
Amendments  subsequent  to  the  first 
amendment  or  subsequent  to  the  filing  of 
an  answer  by  the  respondent  may  be 
made  only  with  leave  of  the  Judge  or 
with  the  written  consent  of  the  adverse 
party. 


§  50.23  Docket  number. 

Each  proceeding,  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  institution,  shall  be  assigned  a 
docket  number  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  and 
thereafter  the  proceeding  may  be  identi¬ 
fied  by  such  number. 

§  50.24  Judges. 

(a)  Assignment.  No  Judge  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  to  serve  in  any  proceeding  who  (1) 
has  any  pecuniary  Interest  in  any  matter 
or  business  involved  in  the  proceeding, 

(2)  is  related  within  the  third  degree 
by  blood  or  marriage  to  any  part  to  the 
proceeding,  or  (3)  has  participated  in 
the  investigation  preceding  the  institu¬ 
tion  of  the  proceeding  or  in  the  deter¬ 
mination  that  it  should  be  Instituted  or 
in  the  preparation  of  the  complaint  or 
in  the  development  of  the  evidence  to  be 
introduced  therein. 

(b)  Request  for  disqualification  of 
Judge.  (1)  Any  party  may  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  a  timely  request,  in  affi¬ 
davit  form,  for  the  disqualification  of  the 
Judge,  which  request  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  grounds  of  alleged  dis¬ 
qualification.  After  such  investigation  or 
hearing  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  nec¬ 
essary,  he  shall  either  deny  or  grant  the 
request.  If  the  request  is  granted,  another 
Judge  shall  be  assigned  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  If  such  request  is  denied,  the  re¬ 
quest,  any  record  made  thereon,  and  the 
finding  and  order  of  the  Secretary  there¬ 
on  shall  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 

(2)  A  Judge  shall  ask  to  be  withdrawn 
from  any  proceeding  in  which  he  deems 
himself  disqualified  for  any  reason. 

(c)  Conduct.  The  Judge  shall  conduct 
the  proceeding  in  a  fair  and  impartial 
manner  and,  save  to  the  extent  required 
for  the  disposition  of  ex  parte  matters  as 
authorized  by  law,  he  shall  not  consult 
any  person  or  party  on  any  fact  in  issue 
unless  upon  notice  and  opportunity  for 
all  parties  to  participate. 

(d)  Powers.  Subject  to  review  by  the 
Secretary,  as  provided  elsewhere  in  the 
regulations  in  this  part,  the  Judge  in  any 
proceeding  assigned  to  him,  shall  have 
power  to: 

(1)  Rule  upon  motions  and  requests; 

(2)  Set  the  time  and  place  of  hearing, 
adjourn  the  hearing  from  time  to  time, 
and  change  the  time  and  place  of  hear¬ 
ing; 

(3)  Administer  oaths  and  affirmations 
and  take  affidavits; 

(4)  Examine  witnesses  and  receive  evi¬ 
dence; 

(5)  Take,  or  order  (over  the  facsimile 
signature  of  the  Secretary)  the  taking,  of 
depositions; 

(6)  Admit  or  exclude  evidence; 

(7)  Hear  oral  argument  on  facts  or 
law; 

(8)  Do  all  acts  and  take  all  measures 
necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
at  the  hearing  and  for  the  efficient  con¬ 
duct  of  the  proceeding. 

(e)  Who  may  act  in  absence  of  Judge. 
In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  Judge  or 
his  inability  to  act,  the  powers  and  du¬ 
ties  to  be  performed  by  him  under  these 
rules  of  practice  in  connection  with  a 


proceeding  may,  without  abatement  of 
the  proceeding  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Secretary,  be  assigned  to  any 
other  Judge. 

§  50.25  The  answer. 

(a)  Filing  and  service.  Within  20  days 
after  the  service  of  the  moving  paper,  the 
respondent  shall  file,  in  triplicate,  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  an  answer,  signed  by 
the  respondent  or  his  attorney:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Secretary  may  order  that 
the  hearing  be  held  without  answer  or 
other  pleading.  The  answer  shall  be 
served  upon  the  complainant,  and  any 
other  party  of  record,  by  the  Hearing 
Clerk. 

(b)  Contents;  failure  to  file.  Such 
answer  shall  (1)  contain  a  statement  of 
the  facts  which  constitute  the  grounds  of 
defense,  and  shall  specifically  admit, 
deny,  or  explain  each  of  the  allegations 
of  the  moving  paper  unless  the  respond¬ 
ent  is  without  knowledge,  in  which  case 
the  answer  shall  so  state;  or  (2)  state 
that  the  respondent  admits  all  of  the 
allegations  of  the  moving  paper.  The 
answer  may  contain  a  waiver  of  hearing. 
Failure  to  file  an  answer  to,  or  plead 
specifically  to,  any  allegation  of  the 
moving  paper  shall  constitute  an  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  allegation. 

(c)  Procedure  upon  admission  of  facts. 
The  admission,  in  the  answer  or  by  fail¬ 
ure  to  file  an  answer,  of  all  the  material 
allegations  of  •  fact  contained  in  the 
moving  papers  shall  constitute  a  waiver 
of  hearing.  Upon  such  admission  of  facts, 
complainant  shall  file  in  triplicate  a  pro¬ 
posed  decision,  along  with  a  motion  for 
the  adoption  thereof,  which  motion  and 
proposed  decision  shall  be  served  upon 
the  respondent  by  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
Within  20  days  after  service  of  such  mo¬ 
tion  and  proposed  decision,  the  respond¬ 
ent  may  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  ob¬ 
jections  thereto.  In  not  less  than  30  days 
after  service  of  complainant’s  motion  and 
proposed  decision,  the  Judge  shall  issue 
an  initial  decision  without  further  pro¬ 
cedure  or  hearing.  Absent  a  waiver  by 
the  parties  of  service  of  the  Judge’s  ini¬ 
tial  decision,  it  shall  be  served  upon  them 
by  the  Hearing  Clerk.  The  parties  shall 
be  given  an  opportunity  to  file  appeals 
to  the  initial  decision,  to  file  briefs  in 
support  of  such  appeals,  and  to  make  oral 
arguments  thereon  before  the  Secretary 
in  accordance  with  §  50.32. 

§  50.26  Motions  and  requests. 

(a)  General.  (1)  All  motions  and  re¬ 
quests  shall  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  except  that  those  made  during  an 
oral  hearing  may  be  stated  orally  and 
made  a  part  of  the  transcript. 

(2)  The  Judge  shall  rule  upon  all  mo¬ 
tions  and  requests  filed  or  made  prior  to 
the  issuance  of  the  initial  decision.  The 
Secretary  shall  rule  upon  all  motions  and 
requests  filed  in  connection  with  an  ap¬ 
peal  of  the  initial  decision  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

(b)  Certification  to  Secretary.  The  sub¬ 
mission  or  certification  of  any  motion, 
request,  objection,  or  other  question  to 
the  Secretary  prior  to  the  Issuance  of 
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an  initial  decision  shall  be  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  Judge. 

§  50.27  Oral  hearing  before  Judge. 

(a)  Request  for  oral  hearing.  (1)  Any 
party  may  request  an  oral  hearing  on  the 
facts  by  including  such  request  in  the 
moving  paper  or  answer  or  by  a  separate 
request  in  writing  filed  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk. 

(2)  Waiver  of  oral  hearing  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  be  a  waiver  of  the  right  to 
make  oral  argument  before  the  Secre¬ 
tary  upon  appeal  of  the  Judge’s  initial 
decision. 

(b)  Time  and  place.  If  and  when  the 
proceeding  has  reached  the  state  where 
oral  hearing  is  to  be  held,  the  Judge, 
upon  motion  of  any  of  the  parties,  jointly 
or  individually,  stating  that  the  matter 
is  at  issue  and  is  ready  for  hearing,  shall 
set  a  time  and  place  for  hearing  giving 
careful  consideration  to  the  convenience 
of  the  parties,  and  shall  file  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  a  notice  stating  the  time 
and  place  of  hearing.  If  any  change  in 
the  time  or  place  of  the  hearing  becomes 
necessary  it  shall  be  made  by  the  Judge 
and  notice  of  such  change  shall  be  served 
upon  the  parties. 

(c)  Appearances.  Cl)  Representation. 
In  any  proceeding  under  the  Act,  the  par¬ 
ties  may  appear  in  person  or  by  the  coun¬ 
sel  or  other  representative.  The  Depart¬ 
ment,  if  represented  by  counsel,  shall  be 
represented  by  an  attorney  assigned  by 
the  General  Counsel. 

(2)  Debarment  of  counsel  or  repre¬ 
sentative.  <i)  Whenever,  while  a  proceed¬ 
ing  is  pending  before  him,  the  Judge 
finds  that  a  person  acting  as  counsel  or 
representative  for  any  party  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  guilty  of  unethical  or  unpro¬ 
fessional  conduct,  the  Judge  may  order 
that  such  person  be  precluded  from  fur¬ 
ther  acting  as  counsel  or  representative 
In  such  proceeding.  An  appeal  to  the 
Secretary  may  be  taken  from  any  such 
order,  but  the  proceeding  shall  not  be 
delayed  or  suspended  pending  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  appeal:  provided.  That  the 
Judge  may  suspend  the  proceedings  for 
a  reasonable  time  for  the  purpose  of  en¬ 
abling  the  party  to  obtain  other  counsel 
or  representative. 

(ii)  In  case  the  Judge  has  issued  an 
order  precluding  a  person  from  further 
acting  as  counsel  or  representative  in 
the  proceeding,  the  Judge,  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  thereafter,  shall  submit  to 
the  Secretary  a  report  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  issuance 
of  the  order  and  shall  recommend  what 
action  the  Secretary  should  take  respect¬ 
ing  the  appearance  of  such  person  as 
counsel  or  representative  in  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  before  the  Secretary.  Thereaf¬ 
ter,  the  Secretary  may,  after  notice  and 
an  opportunity  for  hearing,  issue  such 
order  respecting  the  appearance  of  such 
person  as  counsel  or  representative  in 
proceedings  before  the  Secretary  as  the 
Secretary  finds  to  be  appropriate. 

(3)  Failure  to  appear.  (1)  If  any  party 
to  the  proceeding,  after  being  duly  noti¬ 
fied,  fails  to  appear  at  the  hearing,  he 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  the  right 
to  an  oral  hearing  in  the  proceeding. 


In  the  event  that  a  party  appears  at  the 
hearing  and  no  party  appears  for  the 
opposing  side,  the  Judge  may  determine 
whether  the  party  who  is  present  shall 
present  his  evidence,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
in  the  form  of  affidavits  or  by  oral  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  Judge. 

(ii)  Failure  to  appear  at  a  hearing 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  waiver  of  the 
right  to  be  served  with  a  copy  of  the 
Judge’s  initial  decision,  to  appeal  there¬ 
from  to  the  Secretary,  and  to  make  oral 
argument  before  the  Secretary  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto. 

(d)  Order  of  proceeding.  Except  as 
may  be  determined  otherwise  by  the 
Judge,  the  moving  party  shall  proceed 
first  at  the  hearing. 

(e)  Evidence.  (1)  In  general,  (i)  The 
testimony  of  witnesses  at  a  hearing  shall 
be  on  oath  or  affirmation,  subject  to 
cross-examination,  and  shall  be  reported 
verbatim. 

(ii)  Any  witness  may,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Judge,  be  examined  separately  and 
apart  from  all  other  witnesses  except 
those  who  may  be  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(iii)  The  Judge  shall  exclude,  insofar 
as  practicable,  evidence  which  is  im¬ 
material,  irrelevant,  or  unduly  repeti¬ 
tious,  or  which  is  not  of  the  sort  upon 
which  responsible  persons  are  accus¬ 
tomed  to  rely. 

(2)  Objections,  (i)  If  a  party  objects 
to  the  admission  or  rejection  of  any  evi¬ 
dence  or  to  the  limitation  of  the  scope 
of  any  examination  or  cross-examina¬ 
tion,  he  shall  state  briefly  the  grounds  of 
such  objections,  whereupon  an  automatic 
exception  will  follow  if  the  objection  is 
overruled  by  the  Judge.  The  transcript 
shall  not  include  argument  or  debate 
thereon  except  as  ordered  by  the  Judge. 
The  ruling  of  the  Judge  on  any  objection 
shall  be  a  part  of  the  transcript. 

(ii)  Only  objections  made  before  the 
Judge  may  subsequently  be  relied  upon  in 
the  proceeding. 

(3)  Depositions.  The  deposition  of  any 
witness  shall  be  admitted,  in  the  manner 
provided  in  and  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  S  50.28. 

(4)  Affidavits.  Except  as  is  otherwise 
provided  in  the  regulations  in  this  part, 
affidavits  may  be  admitted  only  if  the 
evidence  is  otherwise  admissible  and  the 
parties  agree  (which  may  be  determined 
by  their  failure  to  make  timely  objec¬ 
tions)  that  affidavits  may  be  used. 

(5)  Proof  and  authentication  of  official 
records  or  documents.  An  official  record 
or  document,  if  admissible  for  any  pur¬ 
pose,  shall  be  admissible  in  evidence 
without  the  production  of  the  person 
who  made  or  prepared  the  same.  Such 
record  or  document  shall  be  evidenced 
by  an  official  publication  thereof  or  by  a 
copy  attested  by  the  person  having  legal 
authority  to  make  such  attestation.  The 
person  attesting  the  copy  shall  make  a 
certificate  showing  such  authority. 

(6)  Exhibits,  (i)  All  written  state¬ 
ments,  charts,  tabulations,  or  similar 
data  offered  in  evidence  at  the  hearing 
shall,  after  identification  by  the  pro¬ 
ponent  and  upon  a  satisfactory  showing 
of  the  admissibility  of  the  contents 


thereof,  be  numbered  as  exhibits,  re¬ 
ceived  in  evidence,  and  made  a  part  of 
the  record.  Unless  the  Judge  finds  that 
the  furnishing  of  copies  is  impracticable, 
a  copy  of  each  exhibit  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Judge  for  the  use  of  each  other  party 
to  the  proceeding.  The  Judge  shall  advise 
the  parties  as  to  the  exact  number  of 
copies  which  will  be  required  to  be  filed 
and  shall  make  and  have  noted  on  the 
record  the  proper  distribution  of  the 
copies. 

(ii)  If  the  testimony  of  a  witness 
refers  to  a  statute,  a  report,  document, 
or  transcript,  the  Judge,  after  inquiry 
relating  to  the  identification  of  such 
statute,  report,  document,  or  transcript, 
shall  determine  whether  a  copy  of  the 
same  shall  be  produced  at  the  hearing 
and  physically  be  made  a  part  of  the 
evidence  as  an  exhibit,  or  whether  it 
shall  be  incorporated  into  the  evidence 
by  reference.  If  relevant  and  material 
matter  offered  in  evidence  is  embraced 
in  a  report,  document,  or  transcript  con¬ 
taining  immaterial  or  irrelevant  matter, 
such  immaterial  or  irrelevant  matter 
shall,  insofar  as  practicable,  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  party  and  segregated  and 
excluded. 

(7)  Official  notice.  Official  notice  shall 
be  taken  of  such  matters  as  are  judicially 
noticed  by  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  and  of  any  other  matter  of  tech¬ 
nical,  scientific,  or  commercial  fact  of 
established  character:  Provided,  That 
the  parties  shall  be  given  adequate  notice 
of  matters  so  noticed,  and  shall  be  given 
adequate  opportunity  to  show  that  such 
facts  are  erroneously  noticed. 

(8)  Offer  of  proof.  Whenever  evidence 
is  excluded  from  the  record,  the  party 
offering  such  evidence  may  make  an  offer 
of  proof,  which  shall  be  Included  in  the 
transcript.  The  offer  of  proof  shall  con¬ 
sist  of  a  brief  statement  describing  the 
evidence  to  be  offered.  If  the  evidence 
consists  of  a  brief  oral  statement  or  of 
an  exhibit,  it  shall  be  inserted  into  the 
transcript  in  toto.  In  such  event,  it  shall 
be  considered  a  part  of  the  transcript  if 
the  Secretary  decides  that  the  Judge’s 
ruling  in  excluding  the  evidence  was  er¬ 
roneous.  The  Judge  shall  not  allow  the 
insertion  of  such  evidence  in  toto  if  the 
taking  of  such  evidence  will  consume  a 
considerable  length  of  time  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  In  the  latter  event,  if  the  Secre¬ 
tary  decides  that  the  Judge  erred  in  ex¬ 
cluding  the  evidence,  and  that  such 
error  was  substantial,  the  hearing  will 
be  reopened  to  permit  the  taking  of  such 
evidence. 

(f)  Oral  argument  before  Judge.  Oral 
argument  before  the  Judge  shall  not  be 
allowed  unless  the  Judge  finds  that  the 
denial  of  such  argument  will  be  likely  to 
deprive  the  parties  of  an  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  oral  argument  subsequently  in 
the  proceeding.  Such  argument,  which 
shall  be  reduced  to  writing  and  made 
part  of  the  transcript,  may  be  limited  by 
the  Judge  to  any  extent  that  he  finds 
necessary  for  the  expeditious  disposition 
of  the  proceeding. 

§  50.28  Depositions. 

(a)  Procedure  in  lieu  of  deposition. 
Before  taking  testimony  by  deposition,  a 
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party  may  execute  and  submit  to  the 
other  party  an  affidavit  which  shall  set 
forth  the  facts  to  which  the  witness 
would  testify,  if  the  deposition  should  be 
taken.  If,  after  examination  of  such  affi¬ 
davit,  the  other  party  agrees  to  the  use  of 
the  affidavit  in  lieu  of  a  deposition,  the 
Judge  shall  admit  the  affidavit  in  evi¬ 
dence  and  shall  not  order  the  deposition 
to  be  taken. 

(b)  Application  for  taking  deposition. 
Upon  the  application  of  a  party  to  the 
proceeding,  the  Judge  may,  at  any  time 
after  the  filing  of  the  moving  papers, 
order,  over  the  facsimile  signature  of  the 
Secretary,  the  taking  of  testimony  by 
deposition.  The  application  shall  be  in 
writing,  shall  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  and  shall  set  forth:  (1)  The  name 
and  address  of  the  proposed  deponent; 
(2)  the  name  and  address  of  the  person 
(referred  to  hereinafter  in  this  section  as 
the  “officer”)  qualified  under  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  part  to  take  depositions,  be¬ 
fore  whom  the  proposed  examination  is 
to  be  made;  (3)  the  proposed  time  and 
place  of  the  examination,  which  shall  be 
at  least  15  days  after  the  date  of  the 
mailing  of  the  application;  and  (4)  the 
reasons  why  such  deposition  should  be 
taken. 

(c)  Judge’s  order  for  taking  deposi¬ 
tion.  If,  after  examination  of  the  appli¬ 
cation,  the  Judge  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  deposition  should  be  taken,  he  shall 
order  its  taking.  The  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  shall  be  served 
upon  the  parties,  and  shall  state:  (1) 
The  time  and  place  of  the  examination 
(which  shall  not  be  less  than  7  days  after 
the  filing  of  the  order) ;  (2)  the  name  of 
the  officer  before  whom  the  examination 
is  to  be  made;  (3)  the  name  of  the  depo¬ 
nent.  The  officer  and  the  time  and  place 
need  not  be  the  same  as  those  suggested 
in  the  application. 

(d)  Qualifications  of  officer.  The  dep¬ 
osition  shall  be  made  before  the  Judge 
or  before  an  officer  authorized  by  the 
law  of  the  United  States  or  by  the  law 
of  the  place  of  the  examination  to  ad¬ 
minister  oaths,  or  before  an  officer  au¬ 
thorized  by  the  Secretary  to  administer 
oaths. 

(e)  Procedure  on  examination.  (1) 
Deponent  shall  be  examined  under  oath 
or  affirmation  and  shall  be  subject  to 
cross-examination.  The  testimony  of  the 
deponent  shall  be  recorded  by  the  officer 
or  by  some  person  under  his  direction 
and  in  his  presence.  In  lieu  of  oral  ex¬ 
amination,  parties  may  transmit  writ¬ 
ten  questions  to  the  officer  prior  to  the 
examination  and  the  officer  shall  pro¬ 
pound  such  questions  to  the  deponent. 

(2)  The  applicant  shall  arrange  for  the 
examination  of  the  witness  either  by  oral 
examination  or  by  written  questions.  If 
the  place  of  business  of  the  opposing 
party  is  more  than  100  miles  from  the 
place  of  the  examination,  the  applicant 
will  be  required  to  conduct  the  examina¬ 
tion  by  means  of  written  questions,  un¬ 
less  the  parties  otherwise  agree.  If  the 
examination  is  conducted  by  means  of 
written  questions,  copies  of  the  questions 
shall  be  served  upon  the  other  party  to 
the  proceeding  at  least  10  days  prior  to 


the  date  set  for  the  examination  unless 
otherwise  agreed,  and  the  other  party 
shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  file 
with  the  officer  cross-questions  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  time  of  the  examina¬ 
tion. 

(f)  Certification  by  officer.  The  officer 
shall  certify  on  the  deposition  that  the 
deponent  was  duly  sworn  by  him  and 
that  the  deposition  is  a  true  record  of  the 
deponent’s  testimony.  He  shall  then 
securely  seal  the  depositions,  together 
with  one  copy  thereof  (unless  there  are 
more  than  two  parties  in  a  proceeding, 
in  which  case  there  should  be  another 
copy  for  each  additional  party),  in  an 
envelope  and  mail  the  same  by  registered 
mail  to  the  Hearing  Clerk. 

(g)  Use  of  depositions.  A  deposition 
ordered  and  taken  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  may  be  used 
in  a  proceeding  under  the  Act  if  the 
Judge  finds  that  the  evidence  is  other¬ 
wise  admissible  and  (1)  that  the  witness 
is  dead;  or  (2)  that  the  witness  is  at  a 
distance  greater  than  100  miles  from  the 
place  of  hearing,  unless  it  appears  that 
the  absence  of  the  witness  was  procured 
by  the  party  offering  the  deposition;  or 
(3)  that  the  witness  is  unable  to  attend 
or  testify  because  of  age,  sickness,  in¬ 
firmity,  or  imprisonment;  or  (4)  that  the 
party  offering  the  deposition  has  en¬ 
deavored  to  procure  the  attendance  of 
the  witness,  but  has  been  unable  to  do  so; 
or  (5)  that  such  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances  exist  as  to  make  it  desirable,  in 
the  interests  of  justice,  to  allow  the 
deposition  to  be  used.  If  a  deposition  has 
been  taken  and  the  party  upon  whose 
application  it  was  taken  refuses  to  offer 
it  in  evidence,  the  other  party  may  offer 
the  deposition  or  any  part  thereof  in  evi¬ 
dence. 

§  50.29  Prehearing  conferences. 

In  any  proceeding  in  which  it  appears 
that  such  procedure  will  expedite  the 
proceeding,  the  Judge,  at  any  time  prior 
to  or  during  the  course  of  the  oral  hear¬ 
ing,  may  request  the  parties  or  their 
counsel  to  appear  at  a  Conference  before 
him  to  consider  (a)  the  simplification  of 
issues;  (b)  the  necessity  or  desirability 
of  amendments  to  pleadings;  (c)  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  obtaining  stipulations  of  fact 
and  of  documents  which  will  avoid  un¬ 
necessary  proof;  (d)  the  limitation  of  the 
number  of  expert  or  other  witnesses;  and 
(e)  such  other  matters  as  may  expedite 
and  aid  in  the  disposition  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  No  transcript  of  such  conference 
shall  be  made,  but  the  Judge  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  file  for  the  record  a  written 
summary  of  the  action  agreed  upon  or 
taken  at  the  conference,  which  shall  in¬ 
corporate  any  written  stipulations  or 
agreements  made  by  the  parties  at  the 
conference  or  as  a  result  of  the  confer¬ 
ence.  If  the  circumstances  are  such  that 
a  conference  is  impracticable,  the  Judge 
may  request  the  parties  to  correspond 
with  him  for  the  purpose  of  accomplish¬ 
ing  any  of  the  objects  set  forth  in  this 
section.  The  Judge  shall  forward  copies 
of  letters  and  documents  to  the  parties 
as  the  circumstances  require.  Corre¬ 
spondence  In  such  negotiations  shall  not 


be  a  part  of  the  record,  but  the  Judge 
shall  submit  a  written  summary  for  the 
record  if  any  agreement  is  reached  or 
action  is  taken. 

§  50.30  Post-hearing  procedure. 

(a)  Corrections  to  and  certification  of 
transcript.  (1)  At  such  time  as  the  Judge 
may  specify,  but  not  later  than  the  time 
fixed  for  filing  proposed  findings  of  fact, 
conclusions  and  order,,  or  briefs,  as  the 
case  may  be,  the  parties  may  file  with  the 
Judge  proposed  corrections  to  the  tran¬ 
script. 

(2)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the 
filing  of  proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions  and  orders,  or  briefs,  as  the  case 
may  be,  the  Judge  shall  file  with  the 
hearing  clerk  his  certificate  indicating 
any  corrections  to  be  made  in  the  tran¬ 
script,  and  stated  that,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge  and  belief,  the  transcript,  as 
corrected,  is  a  true,  correct,  and  complete 
transcript  of  the  testimony  given  at  the 
hearing,  and  that  the  exhibits  are  all  the 
exhibits  properly  a  part  of  the  hearing 
record.  Hie  original  of  such  certificate 
shall  be  attached  to  the  original  tran¬ 
script  and  copy  of  such  certificate  shall 
be  served  upon  each  of  the  parties  by  the 
Hearing  Clerk  who  shall  also  enter  onto 
the  transcript  (without  obscuring  the 
text)  any  correction  noted  In  the  certi¬ 
fication. 

(b)  Proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions,  orders,  and  briefs.  Each  party 
may  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  proposed 
findings  of  fact,  conclusions  and  orders, 
based  solely  upon  the  record,  and  on 
matters  subject  to  official  notice,  and  a 
brief  in  support  thereof.  The  Judge  shall 
announce  at  the  hearing  a  definite  cal¬ 
endar  day  as  the  time  within  which  these 
documents  may  be  filed. 

(c)  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  initial 
decision.  The  Judge,  within  a  reasonable 
time  after  the  termination  of  the  period 
allowed  for  the  filing  of  proposed  find¬ 
ings  of  fact,  conclusions  and  orders,  and 
briefs  in  support  thereof,  shall  prepare, 
upon  the  basis  of  the  record  and  on  mat¬ 
ters  officially  noticed  and  shall  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  his  initial  decision,  a 
copy  of  which  shall  be  served  by  the 
Hearing  Clerk  upon  each  of  the  parties. 
Such  decision  shall  become  final  without 
further  proceedings  35  days  after  the 
date  of  service  thereof,  unless  there  is  an 
appeal  to  the  Secretary  by  a  party  to  the 
proceeding  pursuant  to  §  50.31(a) :  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  no  decision  shall  be 
final  for  purposes  of  judicial  review  ex¬ 
cept  a  final  decision  of  the  Secretary 
upon  appeal. 

§  50.31  Appeal  to  Secretary. 

(a)  Filing  of  petition.  Any  party  who 
disagrees  with  a  Judge’s  decision,  or  any 
part  thereof,  may  appeal  the  decision  to 
the  Secretary  by  transmitting  an  appeal 
petition  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  within  30 
days  after  service  of  said  decision  upon 
said  party.  Each  issue  set  forth  in  the 
appeal,  and  the  arguments  thereon,  shall 
be  separately  numbered;  shall  be  plainly 
and  concisely  stated;  and  shall  contain 
detailed  citations  of  the  record,  statutes, 
regulations  and  authorities  being  relied 
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upon  In  support  thereof.  The  appeal 
petition  shall  be  served  upon  the  other 
party  to  the  proceeding  by  the  Hearing 
Clerk. 

(b)  Response  to  appeal  petition. 
Within  20  days  after  the  service  of  an 
appeal  brought  by  a  party  to  the  pro* 
feeding,  any  other  party  may  file  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  a  response  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  such  appeal  which 
shall  be  served  upon  the  appellant. 

(c)  Transmittal  of  record.  Whenever 
an  appeal  of  an  initial  decision  is  filed 
and  a  response  thereto  has  been  filed 
or  the  time  for  filing  a  response  has 
expired,  the  Hearing  Clerk  shall  trans¬ 
mit  to  the  Secretary  the  record  of  the 
proceeding.  Such  record  shall  Include: 
the  pleadings;  motions,  and  requests 
filed  and  ruling  thereon;  the  transcript 
of  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing, 
together  with  the  exhibits  filed  therein; 
any  documents  or  papers  filed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  prehearing  conferences; 
such  proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions  and  orders,  and  briefs  in  sup¬ 
port  thereof,  as  may  have  been  filed  in 
connection  with  the  hearings;  the 
judge’s  initial  decision;  and  the  appeal 
•petition;  briefs  in  support  thereof  and 
responses  thereto  as  may  have  been 
filed  in  the  proceeding. 

§  50.32  Argument  before  Secretary. 

(a)  Oral  argument.  A  party  bringing 
an  appeal  may  request,  within  the  pre¬ 
scribed  time  period  for  filing  such  ap¬ 
peal,  an  opportunity  for  oral  argument 
before  the  Secretary.  Failure  to  make 
such  request  in  writing,  within  the  pre¬ 
scribed  time  period,  shall  be  deemed  a 
waiver  of  oral  argument.  The  Secretary, 
in  his  discretion,  may  grant,  refuse,  or 
limit  any  request  for  oral  argument  on 
appeal. 

(b)  Briefs.  The  Secretary  may  allow 
or  refuse  to  allow  briefs  to  be  filed, 
either  in  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to  oral 
argument. 

(c)  Scope  of  argument.  Argument  to 
be  heard  on  appeal  whether  oral  or  in 
a  written  brief,  shall  be  limited  to  the 
issues  raised  in  the  appeal,  except  that 
if  the  Secretary  determines  that  addi¬ 
tional  Issues  should  be  argued,  the  par¬ 
ties  shall  be  given  reasonable  notice  of 
such  determination,  so  as  to  permit 
preparation  of  adequate  arguments  on 
all  issues  to  be  argued. 

§  50.33  Consideration  of  appeal  by  the 
Secretary  and  issuance  of  final  order. 

As  soon  as  practicable  after  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  record  from  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  or,  in  case  oral  argument  was 
had,  as  soon  as  practicable  thereafter, 
the  Secretary,  upon  the  basis  of  and 
after  due  consideration  of  the  record, 
shall  rule  on  the  appeal.  If  the  Sec¬ 
retary  decides  that  no  change  or  modifi¬ 
cation  of  the  Judge's  decision  is  war¬ 
ranted,  he  may  adopt  the  Judge’s  de¬ 
cision  as  the  final  order  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  preserving  any  right  of  the  party 
bringing  the  appeal  to  seek  judicial  re¬ 
view  of  such  decision  in  the  proper 
forum. 


(aX  Issuance  of  final  order.  A  final 
order  issued  by  the  Secretary  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  who  shall 
serve  it  forthwith  upon  the  parties. 

§  50.34  Rehearing,  reargument,  recon¬ 
sideration  of  orders,  and  reopening 
of  hearings. 

(a)  Petitions  to  rehear,  reargue,  and 
reconsider.  A  petition  for  rehearing  or 
reargument  of  the  proceeding,  or  for 
reconsideration  of  the  order,  shall  be 
made  by  petition  to  the  Secretary  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  within  10  days 
after  the  date  of  service  of  the  order. 
Every  such  petition  shall  state  specifi¬ 
cally  the  matters  claimed  to  have  been 
erroneously  decided  and  the  alleged 
errors.  If  the  Secretary  concludes  that 
the  questions  raised  by  the  petition  have 
been  sufficiently  considered  in  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  order,  he  shall  dismiss  the 
petition  without  service  on  the  other 
party.  Otherwise  he  shall  direct  that  a 
copy  of  the  petition  be  served  upon  such 
party.  The  filing  of  a  petition  to  rehear  or 
reargue  a  proceeding  or  to  reconsider  an 
order  shall  automatically  operate  to  set 
aside  the  order  pending  final  action  on 
the  petition. 

(b)  Petition  to  reopen.  A  petition  to  re¬ 
open  a  hearing  to  take  further  evidence 
may  be  filed  at  any  time  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  the  final  order.  Every  such 
petition  shall  state  briefly  the  nature  and 
purpose  of  the  evidence  to  be  adduced, 
shall  show  that  such  evidence  is  not 
merely  cumulative,  and  shall  set  forth  a 
good  reason  why  such  evidence  was  not 
adduced  at  the  hearing.  Every  such  peti¬ 
tion  shall  be  served  by  the  Hearing  Clerk 
on  the  other  party  in  the  proceeding. 

(c)  Procedure  for  disposition  of  peti¬ 
tions.  Within  20  days  following  the  serv¬ 
ice  of  any  petition  provided  for  in  this 
section,  the  other  party  to  the  proceeding 
may  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  an  an¬ 
swer  thereto.  In  the  event  that  any  such 
petition  is  granted  the  applicable  rules 
of  practice  shall  be  followed. 

§  50.35  Filing;  extensions  of  time;  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  filing;  computation  of 
time. 

(a)  Filing;  number  of  copies.  Except 
as  is  provided  otherwise  herein,  all  docu¬ 
ments  or  papers  required  or  authorized 
by  the  regulations  in  this  part  to  be  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  shall  be  filed  in 
triplicate:  Provided.  That,  where  there 
are  more  than  two  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  shall  be 
filed  so  as  to  provide  for  service  upon  all 
the  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  docu¬ 
ment  or  paper  required  or  authorized  by 
the  regulations  in  this  part  to  be  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  shall,  during  the 
course  of  an  oral  hearing,  be  filed  with 
the  Judge. 

(b)  Extensions  of  time.  The  time  for 
the  filing  of  any  document  or  paper  (ex¬ 
cept  an  informal  complaint)  required  or 
authorized  under  the  regulations  in  this 
part  to  be  filed  may  be  extended  by  the 
Judge  (before  the  transmittal  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  to  the  Secretary)  or  by  the  Secretary 
(after  such  transmittal)  upon  request, 
if,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Judge  or  the 


Secretary,  as  the  case  may  be,  there  is 
good  reason  for  the  extension. 

(c)  Effective  date  of  filing.  Any  docu¬ 
ment  or  paper  required  or  authorized 
under  the  regulations  in  this  part  to  be 
filed  shall  be  deemed  to  be  filed  when  it 
reaches  the  Hearing  Clerk. 

(d)  Computation  of  time.  Sundays  and 
holidays  shall  be  Included  in  computing 
the  time  allowed  for  the  filing  of  any  % 
document  or  paper :  Provided.  That  when 
such  time  expires  on  a  Sunday  or  Fed¬ 
eral  holiday,  the  period  shall  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  Include  the  next  following  busi¬ 
ness  day. 

§  50.36  Service ;  proof  of  service. 

Service  of  all  papers  and  documents 
required  to  be  served  on  the  parties  in  tiny 
proceeding  under  these  rules  shall  be 
made  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  unless  other¬ 
wise  provided  herein  or  directed  by  a 
Judge  or  the  Secretary,  and  shall  be 
made  either  (a)  by  registering  or  certify¬ 
ing  and  mailing  a  copy  of  the  document 
or  paper,  addressed  to  the  Individual, 
partnership,  corporation,  organization, 
or  association,  or  to  his  or  its  attorney 
or  agent  of  record,  at  his  or  its  last 
known  principal  office,  place  of  business, 
or  residence;  or  (b)  if  such  registered  or 
certified  matter  is  returned  undelivered 
for  any  reason,  by  mailing  by  regular 
mail  a  copy  of  the  document  or  paper, 
addressed  to  such  individual,  partner¬ 
ship,  corporation,  organization,  or  asso¬ 
ciation,  or  to  his  or  its  attorney  or  agent 
of  record,  at  his  or  its  last  known  prin¬ 
cipal  office,  place  of  business,  or  resi¬ 
dence;  or  (c)  by  leaving  a  copy  of  the 
document  or  paper  at  the  principal  of¬ 
fice,  or  place  of  business,  or  residence,  of 
such  individual,  partnership,  corpora¬ 
tion,  organization,  or  association,  or  of 
his  or  its  attorney  or  agent  of  record 
and  by  mailing  by  regular  mall  another 
copy  to  such  person  at  such  address;  or 

(d)  by  delivering  a  copy  of  the  document 
or  paper  to  the  individual  to  be  served, 
or  to  a  member  of  the  partnership  to  be 
served,  or  to  the  president,  secretary,  or 
other  executive  officer  or  any  director 
of  the  corporation,  organization,  or  as¬ 
sociation  to  be  served,  or  to  the  attorney 
or  agent  of  record  of  such  individual, 
partnership,  corporation,  organization, 
or  association.  Proof  of  service  here¬ 
under  by  a  person  other  than  an 
employee  of  the  Department  or  a 
United  States  Marshal  or  his  deputy 
shall  be  made  by  the  affidavit  of  the 
person  who  actually  made  the  serv- ' 
ice.  Proof  of  service  hereunder  by  an 
employee  of  the  Department  or  a  United 
States  Marshal  or  his  deputy  shall 
be  made  by  the  certificate  of  the  person 
who  actually  made  the  service:  Provided, 
That  if  the  service  be  made  by  registered 
or  certified  mail,  as  outlined  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  proof  of  service  shall 
be  made  by  the  return  post-office  receipt, 
except  that,  if  the  registered  or  certified 
matter  is  returned  undelivered  for  any 
reason,  proof  of  service  may  be  made  by 
the  certificate  of  the  person  who  there¬ 
after  mailed  the  same  matter  by  regular 
mail.  The  affidavit,  certificate,  or  post- 
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office  receipt  contemplated  herein  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Hearing  CleriL 

§  50.37  Rule  applicable  to  all  proceed* 
ings. 

The  Secretary  may  act  In  the  place 
and  stead  of  an  examiner  or  Judge  In 
any  proceeding  hereunder.  When  he  so 
acts,  the  Hearing  Clerk  shall  transmit 
the  record  to  the  Secretary  at  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  period  provided  for  the 
filing  of  proposed  findings  of  fact,  con¬ 
clusions  and  orders,  and  the  Secretary 
shall  thereupon,  after  due  consideration 
of  the  record,  issue  his  final  order  in  the 
proceeding:  Provided.  That  he  may  issue 
a  tentative  order  in  which  event  the 
parties  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  file  exceptions  before  the  Issuance  of 
the  final  order. 

§  50.40  Summary  action. 

(a)  General.  In  any  situation  where 
the  integrity  of  the  service  would  be 
seriously  Jeopardized  if  service  were  con¬ 
tinued  pending  a  decision  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  service  to  respondent  may  be  sus¬ 
pended  effective  on  or  after  the  third 
day  after  mailing  of  notice  thereof  to 
respondent’s  last  known  or  designated 
address  or  upon  actual  receipt  of  such 
notice,  whichever  is  earlier. 

(b)  Actual  or  threatened  physical  vio¬ 
lence.  In  any  case  of  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  physical  violence  to  an  inspector  or 
grader,  service  to  respondent  may  be  sus¬ 
pended  prior  to  the  transmittal  of  writ¬ 
ten  notice  to  respondent.  A  written  no¬ 
tice  shall  be  given  as  promptly  as  cir¬ 
cumstances  permit. 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  technical 
amendments  and  revisions  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  August  19,  1975. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-21728  Piled  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

(Milk  Order  No.  98;  Docket  No.  AO-184- A37] 

PART  1098— MILK  IN  THE  NASHVILLE, 
TENN.,  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 
Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid 
order  and  of  the  previously  Issued 
amendments  thereto;  and  all  of  the  said 
previous  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  except  in¬ 
sofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  conflict  with  the  findings 
and  determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 


Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree  - 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Nashville,  Tennessee,  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  a3  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  there¬ 
of,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as  here¬ 
by  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  re¬ 
flect  the  aforesaid  factors.  Insure  a  suf¬ 
ficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of  in¬ 
dustrial  or  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon  which 
a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  spec¬ 
ified  in  section  8c(9)  of  the  Act)  of  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which  is 
marketed  within  the  marketing  area,  to 
sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement, 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  is  the  only  practical  means 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act  of  advancing  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  as  defined  in  the  order  as  hereby 
amended;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production  of 
milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area. 

Order  Relative  to  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Nashville,  Tennessee, 
marketing  area  shall  be  In  conformity 
to  and  in  compliance  with  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order, 
as  amended,  and  as  hereby  further 
amended,  as  follows : 

§  1098.7  [Amended] 

1.  In  5  1098.7,  amend  paragraph  (c)  by 
replacing  the  words  “two-thirds”  with 
the  words  “60  percent,”  and  amend  para¬ 
graph  (d)(4)  by  replacing  the  word 
“January"  with  the  word  “February.” 


2.  In  §  1098.12,  paragraphs  (b)  (2) 
and  (3)  are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph 
(b)  (4)  Is  added  as  follows: 

§  1098.12  Producer. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

(2)  Any  person  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  which  Is  diverted  to  a 
pool  plant  from  another  order  plant  If 
the  other  order  designates  such  person 
as  a  producer  under  that  order  and  such 
mHk  is  allocated  to  Class  n  or  Class  III 
utilization  pursuant  to  §  1098.44(a)  (8) 
(iil)  and  the  corresponding  step  of 
9  1098.44(b) ; 

(3)  Any  person  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  which  Is  reported  as 
diverted  to  an  other  order  plant  if  any 
portion  of  such  person’s  milk  so  moved  is 
assigned  to  Class  I  under  the  provisions 
of  such  other  order;  and 

(4)  A  person  with  respect  to  any  milk 
produced  by  him  that  is  received  at  or 
diverted  from  a  supply  plant  that  has 
automatic  pool  status  pursuant  to 
§  1098.7(b)  In  any  month  of  March 
through  July,  unless  at  least  60  days’ 
production  from  the  farm  of  such  per¬ 
son  was  producer  milk  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  September  through  February  or 
unless  such  supply  plant  is  a  pool  plant 
for  the  month  on  the  basis  of  shipments 
to  pool  plants  described  in  9  1098.7(a). 

3.  In  9  1098.13,  paragraph  (b)  Is  re¬ 
vised,  as  follows: 

§  1098.13  Producer  milk. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Diverted  by  the  operator  of  a  pool 
plant  or  a  cooperative  association  from  a 
popl  plant  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  not 
a  producer  handler  plant,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(1)  Such  milk  shall  be  accounted  for 
as  received  by  the  diverting  handler  at 
the  location  of  the  nonpool  plant  to 
which  diverted; 

(2)  Not  less  than  two  days’  production 
of  the  producer  whose  milk  is  diverted  is 
physically  received  at  a  pool  plant  dur¬ 
ing  the  month; 

(3)  To  the  extent  that  it  would  re¬ 
sult  in  nonpool  status  for  the  pool  plant 
from  which  diverted,  milk  diverted  for 
the  account  of  a  cooperative  association 
from  the  pool  plant  of  another  handler 
shall  not  be  producer  milk:  and 

(4)  The  cooperative  association  shall 
designate  the  dairy  farmer  deliveries 
that  are  not  producer  milk  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (b)(3)  of  this  section.  If  the 
cooperative  association  fails  to  make 
such  designation,  no  milk  diverted  by  it 
to  a  nonpool  plant  (s)  shall  be  producer 
milk. 

4.  In  9  1098.44,  paragraphs  (a)  (7)  (v) 
and  (vi)  are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph 
(a)  (7)  (vii)  is  added  as  follows: 

§  1098.44  Classification  of  producer 
milk. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(7)  •  •  • 

(v)  Receipts  of  reconstituted  skim 
milk  in  filled  milk  from  an  unregulated 
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supply  plant  that  were  not  subtracted 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this 
section; 

<vi)  Receipts  of  reconstituted  skim 
milk  in  filled  milk  from  an  other  order 
plant  that  is  regulated  under  any  Federal 
milk  order  providing  for  individual-han¬ 
dler  pooling  to  the  extent  that  reconsti¬ 
tuted  skim  milk  is  allocated  to  Class  I 
at  the  transferor-plant;  and 
(vii)  Receipts  of  milk  from  a  person 
described  in  §  1098.12(b)  (4) ; 

•  *  *  *  * 

5.  In  §  1098.60,  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1098.60  Handler's  value  of  milk  for 
computing  uniform  price. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(d)  Add  the  amount  obtained  from 
multiplying  the  difference  between  the 
Class  I  price  applicable  at  the  location  of 
the  pool  plant  and  the  Class  m  price  by 
the  hundredweight  of  skim  milk  and  but- 
terfat  subtracted  from  Class  I  pursuant 
to  §  1098.44(a)  (7)  (i)  through  (iv)  and 
(vii)  and  the  corresponding  step  of 
§  1098.44(b),  excluding  receipts  of  bulk 
fluid  cream  products  from  an  other  order 
plant; 

***** 

6.  In  §  1098.71,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1098.71  Payments  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  25th  day  of  each 
month  each  handler  receiving  milk  from 
producers  or  from  a  handler  described  in 
§  1098.9(c)  (except  for  producers  having 
made  deliveries  for  less  than  20  days 
during  the  month)  shall  pay  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  for  deposit  into  the 
producer-settlement  fund  an  amount  of 
money  calculated  by  multiplying  the 
hundredweight  of  producer  milk  re¬ 
ceived  by  him  during  the  first  15  days  of 
such  month  by  the  Class  III  price  for 
the  preceding  month  or  90  percent  of  the 
weighted  average  price  for  the  preceding 
month,  whichever  is  higher,  except  that 
for  milk  received  in  March,  April,  May, 
June,  and  July  from  a  producer  for 
whom  no  daily  average  base  can  be  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  §  1098.92,  the  appli¬ 
cable  rate  for  making  payment  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be  the 
Class  III  price  for  the  preceding  month. 
*  •  •  •  * 

In  §  1098.73,  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
as  follows: 

§  1098.73  Payment*  to  producer*  and  to 
cooperative  association*. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month,  the  market  administrator  shall 
make  payment  to  each  producer  for  milk 
received  from  such  producer  during  the 
first  15  days  of  such  month  by  handlers 
from  whom  the  appropriate  payments 
have  been  received  pursuant  to  §  1098.71 
(a)  at  not  less  than  the  Class  m  price 
per  hundredweight  for  the  preceding 
month  or  90  percent  of  the  weighted 
average  price  per  hundredweight  for  the 
preceding  month,  whichever  la  higher, 
evecpt  that  for  milk  received  in  March, 


April,  May,  June,  and  July  from  a  pro¬ 
ducer  for  whom  no  daily  average  base 
can  be  computed  pursuant  to  8  1098.92, 
the  applicable  rate  for  making  payment 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be  the 
Class  HI  price  per  hundredweight  for  the 
preceding  month; 

•  *  *  *  * 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7 
U.S.C.  601-874) 

Effective  date.  October  1, 1975. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  13, 1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  75-21255  Filed  8-18-75;  8:45  am] 

Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  D — EXPORTATION  AND  IMPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  92— IMPORTATION  OF  CERTAIN 
ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY  AND  CERTAIN 
ANIMAL  AND  POULTRY  PRODUCTS;  IN¬ 
SPECTION  AND  OTHER  REQUIRE¬ 
MENTS  FOR  CERTAIN  MEANS  OF  CON¬ 
VEYANCE  AND  SHIPPING  CONTAINERS 
THEREON 

Addition  of  Certain  Canadian  Border  Ports 
for  Importation  of  Animals 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  add  the  ports  of  Dunseith,  North 
Dakota,  and  Raymond  in  Montana  to  the 
list  of  Canadian  border  ports  designated  in 
§  92.3(b)  as  quarantine  stations  for  the 
entry  of  animals  from  Canada  into  the 
United  States.  • 

Although  these  ports  have  been  serv¬ 
iced  by  the  Department  since  the  early 
1960’s,  they  were  never  included  in  the 
listing  under  §  92.3(b).  Since  these  ports 
are  serviced  and  used  it  is  believed  that 
they  should  be  listed  as  designated  Cana¬ 
dian  border  ports. 

These  ports  are  operated  on  a  limited 
basis  and  are  serviced  by  Department 
personnel.  Therefore,  they  are  being 
listed  in  8  92.3(b)  as  Canadian  border 
ports  of  entry. 

Accordingly,  §  92.3(b)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§  92.3  Ports  designated  for  the  impor¬ 
tation  of  animal*. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Canadian  border  ports.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  ports  in  addition  to  those  speci¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  are 
designated  as  quarantine  stations  for 
the  entry  of  animals  from  Canada:  Cal¬ 
ais,  Houlton,  Van  Buren,  Fort  Kent, 
Jackman,  and  Holeb,  Maine;  Derby  Line, 
Richford,  and  Highgate  Springs,  Ver¬ 
mont;  Rouses  Point,  Moores  Junction, 
Chateaugay,  Malone,  Fort  Covington, 
Hogansburg,  Rooseveltown,  Waddlngton, 
Ogdensburg,  Morristown,  Alexandria 
Bay,  Charlotte,  Niagara  Falls,  and  Buf¬ 
falo,  New  York ;  Detroit,  Port  Huron,  and 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Michigan;  Noyes,  Min¬ 
nesota;  Dunseith,  Pembina,  and  Portal, 
North  Dakota;  Raymond  and  Sweet- 


grass,  Montana;  Eastport  and  Porthill, 
Idaho;  Spokane,  Laurier,  Oroville,  Night- 
hawk,  Sumas,  Blaine,  and  Lynden,  Wash¬ 
ington;  and  Juneau  and  Skagway, 
Alaska. 

***** 

(Sec.  2,  32  Stat.  792,  as  amended;  secs.  6,  7, 
8,  and  10,  26  Stat.  416,  417,  as  amended;  secs. 
2.  3,  4,  and  11,  76  Stat.  129,  130,  132  (  21  U.S.C. 
102-105,  111,  134a,  134b,  134c,  and  1341);  37 
FR  28464,  28474;  38  FR  19141) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  August  19, 
1975. 

The  amendment  relieves  certain  re¬ 
strictions  by  permitting  the  entry  of  an¬ 
imals  from  Canada  through  additional 
border  ports,  and  should  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  promptly  to  be  of  maximum  benefit 
to  affected  persons.  It  does  not  appear 
that  public  participation  in  this  rulemak¬ 
ing  proceeding  would  make  additional 
relevant  information  available  to  the  De¬ 
partment. 

Accordingly,  under  the  Administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable,  un¬ 
necessary,  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest,  and  good  cause  is  found  for  mak¬ 
ing  it  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-21726  Filed  8-18-75; 8: 45  ami 


SUBCHAPTER  G— ANIMAL  BREEDS 

PART  151— RECOGNITION  OF  BREEDS 

AND  BOOKS  OF  RECORD  OF  PUREBRED 

ANIMALS 

Recognized  Breeds  and  Books  of  Record 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  include  Maine-Anjou  cattle  In 
the  listing  of  recognized  breeds  and  to  add 
the  full  French  book  of  record  of  the  Ca¬ 
nadian  Maine-Anjou  Association  In  9  CFR 
151.9.  • 

An  examination  has  been  made  by  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  of  the  microfilm  book  of  record 
and  the  rules  of  entry  for  the  registration 
of  Maine-Anjou  cattle  in  Canada,  and  it 
has  been  determined  that  these  rules  and 
records  are  complete  and  adequate  to 
provide  a  sufficient  pedigree  certificate  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  9  CFR  Part  151. 

Accordingly,  in  8  151.9,  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (6)  is  added  to  read: 

§  151.9  Recognized  breeds  and  book*  of 
record. 

*  *  *  *  • 

(b)  *  *  • 

(6)  Maine-Anjou  cattle  in  Canada 
( Code  1113).  The  full  French  book  of 
record  of  the  Canadian  Maine-Anjou 
Association,  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada,  is 
recognized  for  the  Maine-Anjou  breed 
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registered  in  the  Canadian  Maine-Anjou 
Herd  Book. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(Sec.  101,  76  Stat.  72.  Item  100.01,  Title  I, 
Tariff  Act  of  1030,  as  amended  (10  U.S.C. 
1202,  Item  100.01);  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38 
FR  10141) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  on  August  19, 
1975. 

The  effect  of  the  amendment  is  to 
provide  for  duty-free  entry  of  certain 
purebred  animals  and,  in  order  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  persons  desiring  to 
import  such  animals,  the  amendment 
should  be  made  effective  promptly  to  be 
of  maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons. 
It  does  not  appear  that  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding  would 
make  additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it 
is  found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-21725  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  I— COMPTROLLER  OF  THE 
CURRENCY 

PART  22— LOANS  IN  AREAS  HAVING 
SPECIAL  FLOOD  HAZARDS 

Delay  in  Lending  Prohibition 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  is 
amending  the  regulation  governing  loans 
in  areas  having  special  flood  hazards  (12 
CFR  Part  22,  39  FR  7129,  February  25, 
1974,  39  FR  33787,  September  20,  1974, 
40  FR  12068,  March  17,  1975).  This 
amendment  is  intended  to  conform  the 
provisions  of  the  existing  regulation  to 
the  amendment  to  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973,  contained  in  Sec¬ 
tion  303  of  the  Emergency  Housing  Act 
of  1975,  which  permits  until  January  1, 
1976,  or  one  year  from  the  date  of  a  com¬ 
munity’s  Identification  as  being  flood 
prone,  whichever  is  later,  the  making  of 
loans  by  federally  chartered,  supervised, 
or  insured  lending  institutions  for  the 
purpose  of  acquiring  previously  occupied 
residential  dwellings  located  in  the  spe¬ 
cial  flood  hazard  areas  of  communities 
that  are  not  participating  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program.  For  example, 
loans  secured  by  improved  real  estate 
located  within  special  flood  hazard  areas 
of  a  community  and  made  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  acquiring  previously  occupied 
residential  dwellings  would  be  permitted 
until  January  1,  1976,  even  though  the 
community  was  notified  on  September  1, 
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1974,  and  was  not  participating  by  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1975. 

A  loan  secured  by  improved  real  estate 
which  is  not  made  to  finance  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  a  previously  occupied  residential 
dwelling  will  be  subject  to  the  prohibi¬ 
tions  against  the  extension  of  such  fed¬ 
erally  related  assistance  in  communities 
which  are  not  participating  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program,  as  orig¬ 
inally  .  prescribed  by  Sections  201(d) 
and  202(b)  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973,  which  provide  a  dead¬ 
line  for  community  participation  of  July 
1,  1975,  or  one  year  from  notification  to 
a  community  by  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  that  it  is  a  com¬ 
munity  containing  special  flood  hazards, 
whichever  is  later.  Similarly,  all  other 
forms  of  federally  related  financial  as¬ 
sistance,  such  as  FHA  and  VA  loans,  fall 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  202(a) 
of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  with  respect  to  comrfmnity  partici¬ 
pation,  and,  hence,  are  not  included 
within  the  scope  of  this  amendment. 
Thus,  for  example,  no  loan  secured  by 
improved  real  estate  located  within  a 
special  flood  hazard  area  of  a  community 
which  was  notified  of  its  flood  prone 
status  on  February  1, 1975,  would  be  pro¬ 
hibited  until  February  1,  1976,  in  a  com¬ 
munity  not  participating  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program. 

The  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  con¬ 
siders  a  previously  occupied  residential 
dwelling  to  be  any  dwelling  or  dwelling 
unit  intended  and  used  primarily  for 
residential  purposes,  including  apart¬ 
ments  occupied  by  tenants  or  lessees, 
single  or  multiple  family  residences,  mo¬ 
bile  homes,  condominiums,  and.coopera- 
tives.  At  the  time  financial  assistance  is 
sought,  the  dwelling  or  dwelling  unit 
must  either  be  occupied  or  have  been  oc¬ 
cupied  as  a  residence  by  the  owner  or 
his  tenant. 

With  respect  to  loan  commitments  en¬ 
tered  into  prior  to  the  applicable  date  for 
community  participation,  the  date  of 
commitment  is  controlling  if  the  com¬ 
mitment  is  a  bona  fide  unconditional 
commitment.  A  commitment  will  be 
deemed  unconditional  if  only  standard 
conditions  are  contained  therein.  For  ex- 
emple,  where  the  deadline  for  commun¬ 
ity  participation  is  January  1,  1976,  and 
a  commitment  is  made  on  December  1, 

1975,  with  closing  and  disbursement 
scheduled  for  January  15, 1976,  the  funds 
may  be  disbursed  on  January  15  even  if 
the  community  is  not  participating  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program. 

Since  Section  303  of  the  Emergency 
Housing  Act  of  1975  prescribes  the  di¬ 
rections  to  be  contained  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  times  that  they  are  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  notice,  public  participa¬ 
tion,  and  deferred  effective  date  are  not 
required.  This  amendment,  therefore, 
will  become  effective  August  19,  1975. 

Part  22  of  Chapter  I,  Title  12  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

Section  22.3  is  amended  by  changing 
the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a  colon 
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and  adding  thereafter  a  new  proviso  as 
follows: 

§  22.3  Prohibition  «s  to  loans  in  non¬ 
participating  communities. 

•  •  »  *  # 

Provided,  that  the  prohibition  con¬ 
tained  in  this  section  shall  not  apply  to 
loans  made  prior  to  January  1,  1976,  or 
one  year  from  the  date  of  official  notifi¬ 
cation  to  the  chief  executive  officer  of  a 
community  of  identification  of  special 
flood  hazards,  whichever  is  later,  if  the 
loan  is  made  to  finance  the  acquisition  of 
a  previously  occupied  residential 
dwelling. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  August  19,  1975. 

Dated:  August  14, 1975. 

[seal!  James  E.  Smith, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FR  Doc.75-21832  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  75-CE-20-AD;  Amdt.  39-2341] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Cessna  421B  Series  Airplanes 

An  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  was 
adopted  on  July  8,  1975,  and  made  ef¬ 
fective  immediately  by  air  mail  letter  to 
all  known  owners  of  Cessna  Model  42 IB 
series  airplanes  in  which  exhaust  system 
slipjoint  assemblies  P/N  5155158-1,  -8, 
-9  may  be  installed.  This  AD  was  issued 
because  of  a  recent  determination  that 
in  the  event  of  failure  of  the  slipjoint 
to  properly  function  the  resultant  ex¬ 
haust  system  expansion  due  to  heat  could 
result  in  damage/failure  to  the  assembly 
and  possible  fire  or  heat  damage  to  other 
components  in  the  engine  nacelle. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  were  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
this  AD  effective  immediately  to  the 
owners  of  Cessna  42  IB  series  airplanes 
equipped  with  exhaust  system  slipjoint 
assemblies.  These  conditions  still  exist 
and  the  AD  is  hereby  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  an  amendment  to 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  to  make  it  effective  as  to  all 
persons  who  did  not  receive  the  letter 
notification. 

In  consideration  of  the  ‘foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697) ,  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  new  AD. 

Cessna.  Applies  to  Model  421B  series  (Serial 
Numbers  421B-0001  thru  0935)  airplanes 
In  which  exhaust  system  slipjoint  assem¬ 
blies  P/N  5155158-1,  -8,  or  -9  are  in¬ 
stalled. 

Compliance:  Required  as  Indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  exhaust  system 
slipjoint  assembly,  accomplish  the  following: 
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A)  Within  the  next  5  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice  after  effectivity,  inspect  both  engine  ex¬ 
haust  system  slipjoint  assemblies  for  swell¬ 
ing,  buckling,  distortion,  or  cracks  in  the 
aft  area  Just  forward  of  the  bell  clamp  under 
the  radiation  heat  shield  assembly. 

B)  If  buckling,  distortion  or  other  defects 
are  found,  prior  to  further  flight,  remove  and 
replace  the  slipjoint  assembly  with  a  new 
serviceable  part,  P/N  5155158-9  (or  later  dash 
number) . 

C)  Within  25  hours’  and  again  at  60  hours’ 
time  in  service  after  effectivity,  relnspect  all 
new  assemblies  Installed  as  a  result  of  this 
AD  to  ensure  proper  functioning  of  the  slip- 
joint. 

D)  Aircraft  may  be  flown  to  place  where 
repairs  can  be  made  in  accordance  with  FAR 
21.197  providing  no  cracks  are  found  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this  inspection.  Flight  is  to  be  ac¬ 
complished  at  lower  altitudes  lower  power 
settings  and  rich  mixtures. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1975,  to  all  persons  except  those 
to  whom  it  was  made  effective  earlier 
by  air  mail  letter  issued  July  10,  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sections  313(a),  601  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and  1423),  and  of 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
August  8, 1975. 

John  R.  Walls, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

(FR  Doc.75-21686  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  75-GL-15;  Amdt.  39-2344] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Taylorcraft  Model  F19 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.89),  an  airworthiness 
directive  was  adopted  on  May  19,  1975, 
and  made  effective  immediately  as  to  all 
known  United  States  operators  of  Tay¬ 
lorcraft  Aviation  Corporation  Model  F19 
airplanes.  The  directive  requires  immedi¬ 
ate  replacement  of  certain  components 
in  the  engine  mount  assemblies,  proper 
retorquing  of  the  assemblies  and  sub¬ 
sequent  inspections  of  the  assemblies. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  good  cause  existed  for  making  the 
airworthiness  directive  effective  imme¬ 
diately  as  to  all  known  U.S.  operators  of 
Taylorcraft  Model  F19  airplanes  by  in¬ 
dividual  air  mail  letters  dated  May  19, 
1975.  These  conditions  still  exist  and  the 
airworthiness  directive  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make 
it  effective  to  all  persons. 

Taylorcraft  Aviation  Corporation.  Ap¬ 
plies  to  Model  F19,  all  serial  numbers. 
Before  further  flight,  unless  already 
accomplished : 

1.  Remove  engine  mount  bolts  (P/N  AN6- 
44),  spacer  (P/N  630627),  hose  (P/N  AN 884- 
8-6),  bushings  (P/N  63074),  cup  washers 
(P/N  530741),  nut  (P/N  AN310-6),  pin  (P/N 
AN380-3— 3) ,  and  engine  mount  seats  (P/N 


530626)  on  each  of  four  (4)  bolt  assemblies, 
and  inspect  for  damages.  (Note:  The  AN 6— 44 
bolt  strength  is  suspect.)  Remove  any  burr 
and  sharp  edges  on  engine  mount  and  engine 
bosses.  Replace  bolt,  spacer,  and  cup  washers 
with  those  supplied  by  Taylorcraft  Ktt  #SK 
75-001  dated  May  15,  1975,  or  subsequent 
FAA  approved  parts.  Replace  other  parts 
found  defective  with  parts  supplied  by  Tay¬ 
lorcraft  or  subsequent  FAA  approved  parts. 
Taylorcraft  Service  Bulletin  #75-002  dated 
March  20,  1975,  or  subsequent  FAA  approved 
revisions,  concerns  this  same  subject.  Tor¬ 
que  bolts  to  180-190  inch-lb  by  tightening 
nut.  Do  not  overtorque. 

Caution:  Do  not  apply  torque  wrench  on 
bolt  head.  Tightening  bolt  head  will  give  In¬ 
correct  value  of  torque  due  to  presence  of 
shank  friction.  Also  turning  of  bolt  may 
scratch  the  bolt  shank,  causing  stress  riser 
and  premature  failure. 

2.  Check  after  torquing  for  proper  align¬ 
ment  of  rubber  (shock)  bushing. 

3.  Between  twenty-flve  (25)  and  fifty  (50) 
hours  time  in  service  after  initial  accom¬ 
plishment  of  Items  1  and  2,  remove  engine 
mount  bolts,  spacer,  hose,  bushings,  cup 
washers,  nut,  pin,  and  engine  mount  seats 
on  each  of  four  (4)  bolt  assemblies  and  in¬ 
spect  for  any  signs  of  wear  and  deteriora¬ 
tion.  If  evidence  of  such  is  found,  replace 
with  parts  furnished  by  Taylorcraft.  Reas¬ 
semble  using  the  procedures  of  Items  1  and 
2. 

4.  Every  one  hundred  (100)  hours  time  in 
service  after  accomplishment  of  Item  3,  re¬ 
peat  the  actions  required  in  Item  3. 

5.  A  special  flight  permit  per  FAR  21.197 
may  be  issued  to  allow  ferrying  of  the  air¬ 
craft  to  a  qualified  Inspection  and  repair 
facility.” 

This  amendment  is  effective  August  25, 
1975,  and  was  effective  upon  receipt  for 
all  recipients  of  the  air  mail  letter  dated 
May  19,  1975,  which  contained  this 
amendment. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603,  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  Au¬ 
gust  11, 1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-21687  Filed  8-18-75; 8: 45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-32] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Additional  Control  Area  and 
Transition  Area 

On  June  26,  1975,  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  27042)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  control  airspace  within  that  part  of 
Warning  Area  W-174  that  lies  within  the 
Miami  Oceanic  Control  Area  and  alter 
additional  control  area  and  transition 
area  southwest  of  the  Florida  Peninsula. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 


posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  No  comments  were 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  October  9, 
1975,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.163  [Amended] 

1.  §  71.163  (40  FR  346)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

a.  Control  1230  is  deleted. 

b.  Control  1233  is  deleted. 

c.  Control  1488  is  deleted. 

d.  South  Florida  is  added  to  read  as 
follows : 

South  Florida 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  2,000 
feet  MSL  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
latitude  27'32'00”  N.,  long,  82°48'00"  W., 
thence  southward  3  nautical  miles  from  and 
parallel  to  the  shoreline  to  Lat.  24°45’40" 
N„  Long.  80°48'20"  W.;  to  Lat.  24<>00'00”  N., 
Long.  80*56'30”  W.;  to  Lat.  24°00'00”  N., 

Long.  83-10W'  W.;  to  Lat.  27°35'00”  N., 

Long.  83°45'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  27-43'00”  N„ 

Long.  83°45'00"  W.;  thence  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

2.  §  71.181  (40  FR  441)  is  amended  as 
follows : 

In  Florida,  “to  Lat.  24,13'00”  N„  Long.  82*- 
02*30"  W.;  to  Lat.  24°13*00"  N.,  Long.  82°21'- 
00"  W.;  to  Lat.  24-25  00  N„  Long.  82-32'00" 
W.;”  is  deleted  and  “to  Lat.  24'02'30"  N., 
Long.  82-23  00"  W.;  to  Lat.  24°27'30"  N.. 
Long.  82°37'00"  W.,”  is  substituted  therefor. 
Also  “Including  the  additional  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  2,000  feet  above  the 
surface  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Lat. 
27°19'00"  N..  Long.  82*47'00"  W.;  to  Lat.  26°- 
04'30"  N..  Long.  82*14*30"  W.;  to  Lat.  26°10'- 
00”  N„  Long.  82-68  00”  W.;  to  Lat.  26*10'00" 
N„  Long.  83-30  00"  W.;  to  Lat.  27*19’00"  N., 
Long.  83°42'00"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning.” 
is  deleted. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348(a),  and  1510),  Executive  Order 
10854  (24  FR  9565)  and  Sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1975. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-21688  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL-22] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  and  Revocation  of  Transition 
Area  ' 

On  page  22556  and  22557  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  dated  May  23,  1975,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pub¬ 
lished  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
which  would  amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as 
to  revoke  the  transition  area  at  Appleton, 
Wisconsin,  and  to  designate  a  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Oshkosh,  Wisconsin. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
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or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

This  amendment  shall  be  effective  0901 
GMT,  September  15.  1975. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348), 
and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  Au¬ 
gust  4, 1975. 

R.  O.  Ziegler, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  Section  71.181  (40  F.R.  441),  the 
following  transition  area  is  deleted:  “Ap¬ 
pleton,  Wisconsin”. 

In  §  71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

Oshkosh,  Wisconsin 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Latitude  44*- 
24’00"  N.,  Longitude  88*45  00"  W.  to  Lati¬ 
tude  44°24'00''  N..  Longitude  88*27  00"  W. 
to  Latitude  44“19'00"  N„  Longitude  88*19'- 
00"  W.  to  Latitude  43»33’00"  N„  Longitude 
88°19'00"  W.  to  Latitude  43*33'00"  N..  Longi¬ 
tude  88®53'00"  W.  to  Latitude  43*52  00"  N., 
Longitude  88*53'00"  W.  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

[FR  Doc.75-21689  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  14120;  Arndt.  No.  171-10] 

PART  171— NON-FEDERAL  NAVIGATION 
FACILITIES 

Interim  Standard  Microwave  Landing 
System 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  171  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  adopt  a  new  Subpart  I  pre¬ 
scribing  procedures  for  the  approval,  in¬ 
stallation,  operation,  and  maintenance 
of  an  interim  standard  microwave  land¬ 
ing  system  (ISML6) . 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment  by  a  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  8,  1974, 
(Notice  No.  74-34,  39  FR  39565) .  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  com¬ 
ments  received  in  response  to  the  Notice. 
Except  as  specifically  discussed  herein, 
this  amendment  and  the  reasons  there¬ 
for  are  the  same  as  those  proposed  in  the 
Notice. 

Eighteen  public  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  Notice,  and  all 
but  three  voiced  unqualified  support  for 
the  adoption  of  the  ISMLS  as  proposed. 
Common  to  the  objections  of  those  com¬ 
mentators  opposed  to  the  proposals  in 
the  Notice  waf  the  belief  that  adoption 
of  an  ISMLS  w  Duld  be  in  conflict  with,  or 
jeopardize,  the  implementation  of  a  final 
and  universal  microwave  landing  system 
(MLS).  In  voicing  this  concern,  one 
commentator  contended  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  signal  format  for  the  ISMLS  could 
ultimately  conflict  with  the  final  MLS 


thereby  delaying  its  implementation.  In 
response  to  this  concern  for  an  apparent 
conflict  between  the  ISMLS  and  the  final 
MLS,  the  FAA  reiterates  its  position  that 
development  of  the  MLS  is  an  on-going 
commitment  of  the  FAA  to  implement 
a  universal  microwave  landing  system, 
and  is  being  developed  entirely  separate 
from  the  ISMLS  project. 

As  noted  in  previous  FAA  announce¬ 
ments  and  notices  concerning  this  sub¬ 
ject,  the  ISMLS  is  designed  to  meet  the 
temporary  need  for  an  instrument  ap-; 
proach  system  where  installation  of  cur¬ 
rent  systems  wduld  be  unfeasible.  Allow¬ 
ing  time  for  final  selection  and  testing, 
as  well  as  international  adoption,  the 
implementation  of  a  final  MLS  may  be 
as  much  as  three  to  four  years  away. 
Consequently,  the  ISMLS  should  fill  an 
operational  need  for  a  period  of  time 
sufficient  to  warrant  its  adoption.  Upon 
implementation  of  the  final  MLS,  sys¬ 
tem  approval  of  additional  ISMLS  would 
cease.  Thus,  the  two  systems  will  not 
compete  with  one  another,  but  will 
merely  serve  as  consecutive  stages  in  the 
development  of  a  microwave  instrument 
landing  capability. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  signal 
format  incompatibility,  the  points  just 
noted  apply,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  for 
those  ISMLS  that  may  continue  on  for 
private  use  after  FAA  approval  of 
ISMLS  ceases,  adequate  frequency  sepa¬ 
ration  will  be  assured. 

Another  broad  comment  received  con¬ 
tended  that  the  ISMLS  as  proposed 
would  be  too  costly  to  general  aviation, 
air  taxis,  and  commuter  airlines  even 
though  ADAP  funding  would  be  avail¬ 
able.  With  respect  to  the  question  of 
ADAP  funding,  it  should  be  noted  that 
the  authority  of  the  FAA  to  incur  obli¬ 
gations  under  section  14(b)  of  the  Air¬ 
port  and  Airway  Development  Act  of 
1970  (84  Stat.  224),  as  amended,  ter¬ 
minated  on  June  30,  1975.  Furthermore, 
a  continuation  of  ADAP  program  will  re¬ 
quire  Congressional  action,  and  ADAP 
legislation  proposed  by  the  Department 
of  Transportation  would  exclude  elec¬ 
tronic  navigation  aids  such  as  the  ISMLS 
from  the  ADAP  program.  While  it  can¬ 
not  at  this  time  be  determined  what  if 
any  ADAP  program  will  be  authorized 
by  Congress,  persons  considering  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  an  ISMLS  are  advised  that 
Federal  participation  must  not  be  as¬ 
sumed. 

With  regard  to  the  question  of  system 
costs,  it  is  important  to  consider  more 
than  the  “off-the-shelf”  costs  of  the 
equipment  itself.  Because  the  ISMLS  will 
provide  maximum  benefit  in  areas  where 
local  geography  makes  use  of  a  current 
system  unfeasible,  site  preparation  costs, 
which  generally  will  be  lower  for  the 
ISMLS,  must  be  considered  as  well  as 
equipment  costs.  Furthermore,  by  pro¬ 
viding  for  use  of  a  converter  to  the  air¬ 
borne  ILS  receiver,  avionic  costs  can  be 
held  to  a  minimum. 

In  response  to  the  statement  in  the 
Notice  that  systems  other  than  the  one 
proposed  may  be  approved  If  they  meet 
the  proposed  operational  requirements, 


one  commentator  stated  that  this  should 
mean  that  advance  versions  of  the  ulti¬ 
mate  U.S.  selection  for  an  MLS  should 
be  approved,  and  given  preference  over 
the  proposed  ISMLS.  In  addition,  the 
commentator  stated  that  the  ISMLS 
should  then  not  be  eligible  for  Federal 
funding.  The  FAA  does  not  agree  with 
this  comment  because  it  assumes  that 
competing  systems  for  ultimate  MLS 
selection  are  in  the  fllnal  development 
stage  and  ready  to  serve  the  interim  need 
the  FAA  has  determined  exists.  There¬ 
fore,  in  light  of  the  interim  need,  the 
FAA  has  determined  that  a  provisional 
ISMLS  system  is  necessary,  and  will  not 
impede  implementation  of  the  MLS  pro¬ 
gram. 

One  commentator  recommended  that 
if  the  proposed  ISMLS  is  to  be  adopted, 
it  be  considered  a  Federal  NAVAID  and 
thus  not  be  placed  in  Part  171  as  a  non- 
Federal  navigation  facility,  thereby  per¬ 
mitting  certification  of  other  ISMLS  un¬ 
der  Part  171.  The  FAA  has  determined 
that  the  ISMLS  proposed  in  the  Notice 
should  be  adopted  in  Part  171  as  a  non- 
Federal  navigation  facility  because  of 
its  intended  short  term  existence  in  the 
national  navigation  facility  system 
thereby  rendering  full  Federal  control  as 
a  Federal  NAVAID  impractical.  With  re¬ 
gard  to  the  approval  of  an  ISMLS  other 
than  the  system  proposed  in  the  Notice, 
adoption  of  the  proposed  ISMLS  in  Part 
171  will  not  prevent  other  systems,  capa¬ 
ble  of  meeting  the  operational  require¬ 
ments  thereof,  from  being  approved. 

For  the  same  reason,  the  FAA  does  not 
agree  with  the  comment  which  asserted 
that  the  signal  format  of  the  proposed 
ISMLS  should  be  considered  a  technical 
specification  for  the  Tull  system  only  and 
thus  not  apply  to  other  systems  for  which 
approval  may  be  sought.  That  approach 
would  in  effect  overlook  the  efforts  ex¬ 
pended  thus  far  in  the  development  of 
the  ISMLS  and  would  leave  the  FAA 
without  a  definite  standard  against 
which  to  measure  the  adequacy  of  vari¬ 
ous  systems  which  may,  in  the  future, 
seek  approval.  - 

Another  comment  addressed  to  the 
overall  value  of  the  proposed  ISMLS, 
recommended  that  the  guidance  system 
of  the  ISMLS  be  at  least  as  good  as  that 
required  in  the  United  States  for  ILS 
service,  and  not  be  based  upon  minimum 
requirements  existing  outside  of  the  U.S. 
which  may  be  less  stringent.  In  this  re¬ 
gard,  the  commentator  cited  the  pro¬ 
posed  below  path  glide  path  clearance 
signal  requirements  as  being  substan¬ 
tially  less  stringent  than  similar  current 
requirements.  In  selecting  standards  for 
the  below  path  clearance  signal,  the  FAA 
has  chosen  those  prescribed  in  Subpart  C 
of  Part  171  because  the  FAA  believes  that 
those  standards  ensure  safe  operations 
and  provide  familiar  criteria. 

The  same  commentator  questioned  the 
reference  in  proposed  §  171.267(a)  (5)  to 
ICAO  Document  8186-OPS/611  concern¬ 
ing  guidance  on  obstacle  clearance  cri¬ 
teria.  After  reviewing  that  document  in 
light  of  the  comment,  the  FAA  agrees 
that  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Subpart  C 
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of  Part  97  (TERPS) ,  is  more  appropriate, 
and  that  section  has  been  changed  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

In  response  to  comments  concerning 
the  licensing  procedure,  whereby  Tull 
Aviation  will  grant  licenses  in  the  ISMLS 
technical  data  as  well  as  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  equipment,  it  should  be  noted 
that  at  the  time  the  FAA  requested 
manufacturers  to  submit  bids  for  the 
ISMLS,  all  participants  were  notified 
that  one  requirement  would  be  an  agree¬ 
ment  to  provide  licenses  in  technical  data 
and  to  certain  manufacturing  rights.  One 
of  the  major  considerations  of  the  FAA 
in  developing  an  ISMLS  was  whether  or 
not  an  “off-the-shelf"  system  could  serve 
the  established  need  for  another  instru¬ 
ment  approach  system  pending  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  MLS  program.  Consequently, 
a  means  to  assure  that  the  successful 
bidder  would  not  become  the  sole  source 
for  the  equipment  was  necessary.  The 
“off-the-shelf”  system  was  necessary  be¬ 
cause  there  was  not  enough  time  to  pro¬ 
ceed  with  a  research  and  development 
program  and  still  meet  the  established 
need  for  the  service.  Because  the  ap¬ 
proach  adopted  by  the  FAA  would  result 
in  a  privately  developed  product  being 
adopted  as  the  nationwide  standard, 
licenses  from  the  developer  to  other 
private  persons  were  necessary  since  the 
government  cannot  purchase  such  li¬ 
censes. 

Another  comment  addressed  to  the 
overall  approach  of  the  ISMLS  proposal, 
recommended  that  ILS  terms  used  in 
the  proposal,  such  as  DDM,  be  general¬ 
ized  to  their  geometric  equivalent  for  the 
ISMLS.  The  FAA  proposed,  and  adopts 
herein,  the  use  of  those  terms  which  the 
agency  has  determined  correctly  describe 
or  define  an  operational  requirement, 
regardless  of  whether  or  not  the  term  is 
new  or  is  carried  over  from  current  in¬ 
strument  systems  such  as  ILS.  With  spe¬ 
cific  reference  to  use  of  the  term  DDM, 
difference  in  depth  of  modulation,  that 
term  is  carried  over  from  ILS  inasmuch 
as  the  ISMLS  uses  existing  ILS  airborne 
receivers,  and  the  ISMLS  converter  will 
produce  the  equivalent  of  90  Hz  and  150 
Hz  modulated  signals,  even  though  the 
radio  frequency  carrier  on  the  ground 
will  not  be  radiating  ILS  90  Hz  and  150 
Hz  tones. 

Finally,  one  commentator  stated  that 
the  proposed  ISMLS  does  not  meet  the 
growing  need  for  IFR  VTOL  operations 
because  it  is  not  suited  to  the  physical 
environment  found  around  the  majority 
of  center-city  heliports.  As  noted  pre¬ 
viously,  one  of  the  needs  the  ISMLS  is 
intended  to  meet  is  the  need  for  an  in¬ 
strument  approach  system  where  current 
systems  are  unfeasible  due  to  terrain 
factors.  While  the  ISMLS  was  not  in¬ 
tended  to  serve  center-city  heliports  pri¬ 
marily,  it  can,  upon  approval  by  the  FAA, 
increase  the  radiated  glide  path  from  the 
3  degrees  currently  provided  by  ILS,  up 
to  9  degrees. 

In  addition  to  the  broad  comments 
discussed  above,  three  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  which  dealt  with  specific  opera¬ 
tional  requirements  of  the  system. 


One  commentator  recommended  that 
use  of  the  Morse  Code  signal  for  the 
letter  “M”  for  the  localizer  identification 
signal,  be  changed  to  avoid  possible  mis¬ 
interpretation  under  adverse  audio  con¬ 
ditions.  The  commentator  notes  that  the 
Morse  Code  signal  for  “M”  is  similar  to 
the  signal  for  the  ILS  identifier  “I”,  and 
that  the  two  identifiers  would  be  gener¬ 
ally  received  on  the  same  audio  selector/ 
volume  control  in  the  aircraft.  To  prevent 
an  identification  signal  conflict  between 
ISMLS  and  ILS,  the  commentator  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  identifier  be  substan¬ 
tially  different  from  the  ILS  “I”,  and 
have  at  least  three  or  four  tone  pulses  in 
the  first  letter,  such  as  the  letter  “X”. 
While  the  FAA  agrees  that  an  identifica¬ 
tion  signal  conflict  is  possible,  the  agency 
does  not  believe  that  it  is  necessary  to 
change  the  identifier  “M”  to  correct  the 
problem.  Adequate  protection  can  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  using  different  identification 
call  signs  at  those  airports  where  both 
an  ILS  and  an  ISMLS  are  in  operation. 
This  approach  is  consistent  with  current 
procedures  applicable  to  airports  where 
more  than  one  electronic  navigation  aid 
is  in  operation. 

Another  commentator  recommended 
that  provision  be  made  for  a  collocated 
localizer  antenna  system  for  airports 
where  a  split-site  system  is  not  practical 
due  to  land  acquisition  restraints.  The 
FAA  agrees  that  it  is  necessary  to  permit 
collocated  systems,  and  made  provision 
for  them  in  S  171.261(b).  Normal  config¬ 
uration  is  a  split-site  system,  however, 
collocated  antennae  may  be  allowed  in 
accordance  with  the  criteria  prescribed  in 
Subpart  C  of  Part  97  (STERPS) . 

Finally,  a  comment  questioned  the  use 
of  an  airborne  signal  converter  and  its 
certification  by  the  FAA,  in  that  such 
certification  would  be  unprecedented  and 
not  in  the  best  interest  of  general 
aviation  users.  The  authorization  of  the 
ISMLS  airborne  converter  (through  the 
TSO  procedure,  which  is  now  in  process) 
is  based  upon  current  FAA  procedures 
for  the  authorization  of  airborne  equip¬ 
ment,  as  for  example,  in  the  case  of  the 
basic  ILS  airborne  receiver,  and  conse¬ 
quently  is  appropriate  in  this  case. 

The  following  statements  concerning 
patents  and  licenses,  which  appeared  in 
the  preamble  to  the  Notice,  are  incorpo¬ 
rated  herein: 

1.  In  selecting  the  ISMLS  proposed  by 
Tull,  the  FAA  has  concluded  an  agree¬ 
ment  whereby  Tull  has  agreed  to  grant 
royalty-free  licenses  in  their  technical 
data  for  the  manufacture,  sale,  and  use 
of  the  Tull  system  only  within  the  United 
States,  its  territories  and  possessions,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  and 
the  Canal  Zone.  Licensees  of  only  the 
technical  data  will  be  required  to  indem¬ 
nify  purchasers  and  users  of  equipment 
manufactured  by  the  licensee  from  this 
data  against  liability  from  patent  in¬ 
fringement  arising  from  the  manufacture 
or  sale  of  the  ISMLS.  The  data  will  be 
available  to  licensees  from  Tull  for  the 
cost  of  reproduction  and  handling. 

2.  The  FAA  takes  no  position  on  the 
scope,  coverage,  or  validity  of  the  patents 


claimed  by  Tull  for  its  system,  nor  on  any 
patents  that  may  result  from  any  pend¬ 
ing  applications. 

3.  Tull  has  further  agreed  with  the 
FAA  to  grant,  on  reasonable  terms,  non¬ 
exclusive  licenses  for  the  manufacture, 
use,  and  sale  of  the  ISMLS  equipment 
claimed  to  be  covered  by  patents  within 
the  United  States,  its  territories  and  pos¬ 
sessions,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  the  Canal  Zone. 

In  addition  to  the  amendments  dis¬ 
cussed  above,  persons  affected  by  this 
rulemaking  action  should  determine  the 
applicability  of  Federal  Communications 
Commission  (FCC)  regulations  to  the  in¬ 
stallation  and  operation  of  the  ISMLS. 
The  applicable  FCC  regulations  are 
found  in  Parts  2  and  87  of  Title  47  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

In  addition  to  the  adoption  of  a  new 
Subpart  I  to  prescribe  ISMU5  require¬ 
ments,  several  editorial  changes  to  Part 
171  have  been  adopted  to  provide  new 
forms  for  reporting  various  required  in¬ 
formation,  and  to  provide  a  clearer 
format. 

Since  this  amendment  is  enabling  in 
nature  in  that  it  will  permit  the  Installa¬ 
tion  of  a  new  non-Federal  navigation 
facility,  thereby  relieving  an  existing  re¬ 
striction,  I  find  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  it  effective  on  less  than  30 
day’s  notice. 

These  amendments  are  made  under 
the  authority  of  sections  305,  307,  313(a) , 
601,  and  606  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1346,  1348,  1354(a), 
1421  and  1426),  and  section  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
171  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations, 
is  amended,  effective  August  19,  1975,  as 
follows: 

§§  171.13,  171.33,  171.53,  171.117,  171- 
163,  171.213  [Amended] 

1.  By  deleting  the  reference  to  Form 
FAA-406C  in  £§  171.13(b),  171.33(b), 
171.53(b),  171.117(b),  171.163(b),  171.213 
(b),  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “FAA  Form  6030-1”;  and 

2.  By  adding  a  new  Subpart  I  to  read 
as  follows: 

Sub  part  I — Interim  Standard  Microwave  Landing 
System 

Sec. 

171.251  Scope. 

171.253  Definitions. 

171.255  Requests  for  IFR  procedures. 
171.257  Minimum  requirements  for  ap¬ 
proval. 

171.259  Performance  requirements:  general. 
171.261  Localizer  performance  requirements. 
171.263  Localizer  automatic  monitor  system. 
171.265  Glide  path  performance  require¬ 
ments. 

171 .267  Glide  path  automatic  monitor  sys¬ 
tem. 

171269  Marker  beacon  performance  re¬ 
quirements. 

171271  Installation  requirements. 

171273  Maintenance  and  operations  re¬ 
quirements. 

171275  Reports. 
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Subpart  I — Interim  Standard  Microwave 
Landing  System  (ISMLS) 

§  171.251  Scope. 

This  subpart  sets  forth  minimum  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  approval  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  non-Federal  Interim  Standard 
Microwave  Landing  System  (ISMLS) 
facilities  that  are  to  be  Involved  In  the 
approval  of  instrument  flight  rules  and 
air  traffic  control  procedures  related  to 
those  facilities. 

§  171.253  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  subpart: 

“Angular  displacement  sensitivity” 
(Glide  Slope)  means  the  ratio  of  meas¬ 
ured  DDM  to  the  corresponding  angular 
displacement  from  the  appropriate 
reference  line. 

“Collocated  ground  station”  means  the 
type  of  ground  station  which  transmits 
two  or  more  guidance  signals  simultane¬ 
ously  from  a  common  location. 

“Course  line”  means  the  locus  of 
points  nearest  to  the  runway  centerline 
In  any  horizontal  plane  at  which  the 
DDM  Is  zero. 

“Course  sector  (full)”  means  a  sector 
in  a  horizontal  plane  containing  the 
course  line  and  limited  by  the  loci  of 
points  nearest  to  the  course  line  at  which 
the  DDM  Is  0.155. 

“Course  sector  (half)  ”  means  the  sec¬ 
tor  in  a  horizontal  plane  containing  the 
course  line  and  limited  by  the  loci  of 
points  nearest  to  the  course  line  at  which 
DDM  is  0.0775. 

“DDM”  means  difference  in  depth  of 
modulation.  The  percentage  modulation 
depth  of  the  larger  signal  minus  the 
percentage  modulation  depth  of  the 
smaller  signal,  divided  by  100. 

“Displacement  sensitivity”  (Localizer) 
mfans  the  ratio  of  measured  DDM  to  the 
corresponding  lateral  displacement  from 
the  appropriate  reference  line. 

“Facility  Performance  Category  I — 
ISMLS”  means  an  ISMLS  which  provides 
guidance  information  from  the  coverage 
limit  of  the  ISMLS  to  the  point  at  which 
the  localizer  course  line  intersects  the 
ISMLS  glide  path  at  a  height  of  200  feet 
or  less  above  the  horizontal  plane  con¬ 
taining  the  threshold. 

“Glide  path”  means  that  locus  of 
points  in  the  vertical  plane  containing 
the  runway  center  line  at  which  the 
DDM  is  zero,  which,  of  all  such  loci,  is 
the  closest  to  the  horizontal  plane. 

“Glide  path  angle”  ( e )  means  the 
angle  between  a  straight  line  which  rep¬ 
resents  the  mean  of  the  ISMLS  glide 
path  and  the  horizontal. 

“Glide  path  sector  (full)”  means  the 
sector  in  the  vertical  plane  containing 
the  ISMLS  glide  path  and  limited  by  the 
loci  of  points  nearest  to  the  glide  path  at 
which  the  DDM  is  0.175.  The  ISMLS 
glide  path  sector  is  located  in  the  ver¬ 
tical  plane  containing  the  runway  cen¬ 
terline,  and  is  divided  by  the  radiated 
glide  path  in  two  parts  called  upper  sec¬ 
tor  and  lower  sector,  referring  respec¬ 
tively  to  the  sectors  above  and  below  the 
glide  path. 

“Glide  path  sector  (half)  ”  means  the 
sector  in  the  vertical  plane  containing 


the  ISMLS  glide  path  and  limited  by  the 
loci  of  points  nearest  to  the  glide  path 
at  which  the  DDM  is  0.0875. 

“ISMLS  point  ‘A’”  means  an  imagi¬ 
nary  point  on  the  glide  path/locallzer 
course  measured  along  the  runway  cen¬ 
terline  extended,  in  the  approach  direc¬ 
tion,  four  nautical  miles  from  the  runway 
threshold. 

“ISMLS  Point  ‘B’  ”  means  an  imagi¬ 
nary  point  on  the  glide  path/localizer 
course  measured  along  the  runway  cen¬ 
terline  extended,  in  the  approach  direc¬ 
tion,  3500  feet  from  the  runway  thres¬ 
hold. 

“ISMLS  Point  ‘C’  ”  means  a  point 
through  which  the  downward  extended 
straight  portion  of  the  glide  path  (at 
the  commissioned  angle)  passes  at  a 
height  of  100  feet  above  the  horizontal 
plane  containing  the  runway  threshold. 

“Interim  standard  microwave  landing 
system”  (ISMLS)  means  a  ground  sta¬ 
tion  which  transmits  azimuth  and  ele¬ 
vation  angle  Information  which,  when 
decoded  and  processed  by  the  airborne 
unit,  provides  signal  performance  capa¬ 
ble  of  supporting  approach  minima  for 
V/STOL  and  CTOL  operations  and  op¬ 
erates  with  the  signal  format  and  toler¬ 
ances  specified  in  S8  171.259,  171.261, 
171.263,  171.265,  and  171.267. 

“Integrity”  means  that  quality  which 
relates  to  the  trust  which  can  be  placed 
in  the  correctness  of  the  information 
supplied  by  the  facility. 

“Mean  corrective  time”  means  the 
average  time  required  to  correct  an 
equipment  failure  over  a  given  period, 
after  a  service  man  reaches  the  facility. 

“Mean  time  between  failures”  means 
the  average  time  between  equipment 
failure  over  a  given  period. 

“Reference  datum”  means  a  point  at 
a  specified  height  located  vertically 
above  the  intersection  of  the  runway 
centerline  and  the  threshold  and  through 
which  the  downward  extended  straight 
portion  of  the  ISMLS  glide  path  passes. 

“Split  type  ground  station”  means  the 
type  of  ground  station  in  which  the  elec¬ 
tronic  components  for  the  azimuth  and 
elevation  guidance  are  contained  in 
separate  housings  or  shelters  at  different 
locations,  with  the  azimuth  portion  of 
the  ground  station  located  at  the  stop 
end  of  the  runway,  and  the  elevation 
guidance  near  the  approach  end  of  the 
runway. 

§  171.255  Requests  for  IFR  procedures. 

(a)  Each  person  who  requests  an  IFR 
procedure  based  on  an  ISMLS  facility 
that  he  owns  must  submit  the  following 
information  with  that  request: 

(1)  A  description  of  the  facility  and 
evidence  that  the  equipment  meets  the 
performance  requirements  of  §§  171.259, 
171.261,  171.263,  171.265,  171.267,  and 
171.269,  and  is  Installed  in  accordance 
with  8  171.271. 

(2)  A  proposed  procedure  for  operat¬ 
ing  the  facility. 

(3)  A  proposed  maintenance  organiza¬ 
tion  and  a  maintenance  manual  that 
meets  the  requirements  of  8  171.273. 

(4)  A  statement  of  intent  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  this  subpart. 


(5)  A  showing  that  the  ISMLS  facility 
has  an  acceptable  level  of  operational 
reliability,  maintainability  and  accepta¬ 
ble  standard  of  performance.  Previous 
equivalent  operational  experience  with 
a  facility  with  identical  design  and  op¬ 
erational  characteristics  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  showing  compliance  with  this 
paragraph. 

(b)  After  the  FAA  inspects  and  evalu¬ 
ates  the  ISMLS  facility,  it  advises  the 
owner  of  the  results  and  of  any  required 
changes  in  the  ISMLS  facility  or  in  the 
maintenance  manual  or  maintenance  or¬ 
ganization.  The  owner  must  then  correct 
the  deficiencies,  if  any,  and  operate  the 
ISMLS  facility  for  an  inservice  evalua¬ 
tion  by  the  FAA. 

§  171.257  Minimum  requirements  for 
approval. 

(a)  The  following  are  the  minimum 
requirements  that  must  be  met  before 
the  FAA  approves  an  IFR  procedure  for 
a  non-Federal  ISMLS  facility: 

(1)  The  performance  of  the  ISMLS 

facility,  as  determined  by  flight  and 
ground  inspection  conducted  by  the 
FAA,  must  meet  the  requirements  of 
§8  171.259,  171.261,  171.283,  171.265, 

171.267,  and  171.269. 

(2)  The  installation  of  the  equipment 
must  meet  the  requirements  of  8  171.- 
271. 

(3)  The  owner  must  agree  to  oper¬ 
ate  and  maintain  the  ISMLS  facility 
in  accordance  with  8  171.273. 

(4)  The  owner  must  agree  to  furnish 
periodic  reports  as  set  forth  in  S  171.275 
and  agree  to  allow  the  FAA  to  inspect 
the  facility  and  its  operation  whenever 
necessary. 

(5)  The  owner  must  assure  the  FAA 
that  he  will  not  withdraw  the  ISMLS 
facility  from  service  without  the  per¬ 
mission  of  the  FAA. 

(6)  The  owner  must  bear  all  costs 
of  meeting  the  requirements  of  this 
section  and  of  any  flight  or  ground  in¬ 
spection  made  before  the  ISMLS  fa¬ 
cility  is  commissioned,  except  that  the 
FAA  may  bear  certain  costs  subject 
to  budgetary  limitations  and  policy  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Administrator. 

(b)  If  the  applicant  for  approval 
meets  the  requirements  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  the  FAA  approves 
the  ISMLS  facility  for  use  in  an  IFR 
procedure.  The  approval  is  withdrawn 
at  any  time  that  the  ISMLS  facility 
does  not  continue  to  meet  those  require¬ 
ments.  In  addition,  the  ISMLS  facility 
may  be  de-commissioned  whenever  the 
frequency  channel  is  needed  for  higher 
priority  common  system  service. 

§  171.259  Performance  requirements: 
general. 

(a)  The  ISMLS  consists  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  basic  components: 

(1)  C-Band  (5000  MHz-5030  MHz) 
localizer  equipment,  associated  monitor 
system,  and  remote  indicator  equip¬ 
ment; 

(2)  C-Band  (5220  MHz-5250  MHz) 
glide  path  equipment,  associated  moni¬ 
tor  system,  and  remote  indicator  equip¬ 
ment; 
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(3)  VHP  marker  beacons  (75  MHz), 
associated  monitor  systems,  and  remote 
indicator  equipment. 

(4)  An  1SMLS  airborne  receiver  or  a 
VHF/UHF  ILS  receiver  modified  to  be 
capable  of  receiving  the  IS  MLS  signals. 
This  modification  requires  the  addition 
of  a  C-Band  antenna,  a  converter  unit, 
a  microwave/ILS  mode  control,  and  a 
VHF/UHF  receiver  modification  kit. 

(b)  The  electronic  ground  equipments 
in  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above,  must  be  de¬ 
signed  to  operate  on  a  nominal  120/240 
volt,  60  Hz,  3-wire  single  phase  AC  power 
source. 

(c)  IS  MLS  ground  equipment  must 
meet  the  following  service  conditions : 

(1)  AC  line  parameters,  DC  voltage, 
elevation,  and  duty: 

120  V  nominal  value,  102  V  to  138  V 
(±1  V).* 

208  V  nominal  value,  177  V  to  239  V 
(±2  V).* 

240  V  nominal  value,  204  V  to  276  V 
(±2  V).* 

AC  line  frequency  (60  Hz),  57  Hz  to  63  Hz 
(±0.2  Hz)  .• 

DC  voltage  (48  V) ,  44  V  to  52  V  (±0.6  V)  .* 

•Note:  Where  discrete  values  of  the  above 
frequency  or  voltages  are  specified  for  test¬ 
ing  purposes,  the  tolerances  given  In  paren¬ 
theses  Indicated  by  an  asterisk  apply  to  the 
test  Instruments  used  to  measure  these 
parameters. 

Elevation,  0  to  10,000  ft.  above  sea  level. 

Duty,  continuous,  unattended. 

(2)  Ambient  conditions  for  localizer 
and  glide  path  equipment: 

Temperature,  —10*  C  to  +60®  C. 

Relative  humidity,  5%  to  90%. 

(3)  Ambient  conditions  for  marker 
beacon  facilities  and  all  other  equipment 
installed  outdoors  (for  example,  anten¬ 
nae,  field  detectors,  and  shelters) : 

Temperature,  —50'  C  to  +  70°C. 

Relative  humidity,  5%  to  100%, 

(4)  All  equipment  installed  outdoors 
must  operate  satisfactorily  under  the 
following  conditions : 

Wind  velocity,  0-100  MPH  (not  Including 
gusts). 

Hall  stones,  V4"  diameter. 

Rain,  provide  coverage  through  a  distance 
of  5  nautical  miles  with  rain  falling  at  a 
rate  of  60  millimeters  per  hour,  and  with 
rain  falling  at  the  rate  of  25  millimeters  per 
hour  for  the  additional  design  performance 
range  of  the  system. 

Ice  loading,  encased  In  Vi”  radial  thickness 
of  clear  ice. 

<d)  The  IS  MLS  must  perform  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  following  standards 
and  practices  for  Facility  Performance 
Category  I  operation: 

(1)  The  ISMLS  must  be  constructed 
and  adjusted  so  that,  at  a  specified  dis¬ 
tance  from  the  threshold,  similar  instru¬ 
mental  indications  in  the  aircraft  repre¬ 
sent  similar  displacements  from  the 
course  line  or  ISMLS  glide  path,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  regardless  of  the  particular 
ground  installation  in  use. 

(2)  The  localizer  and  glide  path  com¬ 
ponents  listed  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and 

(a)  (2)  of  this  section  which  form  part  of 
an  ISMLS,  must  comply  at  least  with 
the  standard  performance  requirements 
specified  herein.  The  marker  beacon 


components  listed  in  paragraph  (a)(3) 
of  this  section  which  form  part  of  an 
ISMLS,  must  comply  at  least  with  the 
standard  performance  requirements  spe¬ 
cified  in  Subpart  H  of  this  Part. 

(3)  The  ISMLS  must  be  so  designed 
and  maintained  that  the  probability  of 
operation  is  within  the  performance  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  §  171.273  (k). 

(e)  The  signal  format  and  pairing  of 
the  runway  localizer  and  glide  path 
transmitter  frequencies  of  an  ISMLS 
must  be  in  accordance  with  the  fre¬ 
quency  plan  approved  by  the  FAA,  and 
must  meet  the  following  signal  format 
requirements : 

(1)  The  localizer  and  glide  slope  sta¬ 
tions  must  transmit  angular  guidance 
information  on  a  C-band  microwave 
carrier  on  narrow,  scanned  antenna 
beams  that  are  encoded  to  produce  a 
modulation  in  space  which,  after  averag¬ 
ing  over  several  beam  scans,  is  equivalent 
to  the  modulation  used  for  conventional 
ILS  as  specified  in  Subpart  C  of  this  Part, 
except  that  the  frequency  tolerance  may 
not  exceed  ±  0.0001  percent. 

(2)  Guidance  modulation  must  be 
impressed  on  the  microwave  carrier  of 
the  radiated  signal  in  the  form  of  a  sum¬ 
mation  of  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  sinusoidal 
modulation  corresponding  to  the  point¬ 
ing  direction  of  the  particular  beam 
which  radiates  the  signal. 

(3)  Each  of  the  effective  beam  posi¬ 
tions  must  be  illuminated  in  a  particular 
sequence  for  a  short  time  interval.  The 
modulation  impressed  on  each  beam 
must  be  a  sample  of  the  combined  90 
Hz  and  150  Hz  waveform  appropriate 
for  that  particular  beam  direction  and 
time  slot,  and  must  be  accomplished  by 
appropriately  varying  the  length  of  time 
the  carrier  is  radiated  during  each  beam 
illumination  interval. 

(4)  For  those  cases  where  the  scan¬ 
ning  beam  fills  the  coverage  space  in 
steps,  the  incremental  step  must  not 
exceed  0.6  times  the  beam  width  where 
the  beam  is  in  the  proportional  guidance 
sector.  In  the  clearance  region,  the  step 
may  not  exceed  0.8  times  the  beam  width. 

(5)  At  least  one  pulse  duration  modu¬ 
lation  (pdm)  sample  pulse  per  beam 
width  of  scan  must  be  provided. 

(6)  The  minimum  pulse  duration 
must  be  40  microseconds. 

(7)  The  minimum  beam  scan  cycle 
must  be  600  Hz. 

(8)  The  minimum  duty  ratio  detect¬ 
able  by  a  receiver  located  anywhere  in 
the  coverage  areas  defined  by  this  specifi¬ 
cation  may  not  be  less  than  0.1.  Detected 
duty  ratio  means  the  ratio  of  the  average 
energy  per  scan  detected  at  a  point  in 
space  to  the  average  energy  per  scan 
transmitted  in  all  directions  through  the 
transmitting  antenna. 

(9)  The  localizer  must  produce  a  C- 
band  unmodulated  reference  frequency 
signal  of  sufficient  strength  to  allow 
satisfactory  operation  of  an  aircraft  re¬ 
ceiver  within  the  specified  localizer  and 
glide  path  coverage  sectors.  Pairing  of 
this  reference  frequency  with  the  local¬ 
izer  and  glide  slope  frequencies  must 
be  in  accordance  with  a  frequency  plan 
approved  by  the  FAA. 


§  171.261  Localizer  performance  re¬ 
quirements. 

This  section  prescribes  the  per¬ 
formance  requirements  for  localizer 
equipment  components  of  the  ISMLS. 

(a)  The  localizer  antenna  system 
must: 

(1)  Be  located  on  the  extension  of  the 
centerline  of  the  runway  at  the  stop  end ; 

(2)  Be  adjusted  so  that  the  course  line 
be  on  a  vertical  plane  containing  the 
centerline  of  the  runway  served; 

(3)  Have  the  minimum  height  neces¬ 
sary  to  comply  with  the  coverage  re¬ 
quirements  prescribed  in  paragraph  (j) 
of  this  section; 

(4)  Be  located  at  a  distance  from  the 
stop  end  of  the  runway  that  is  consistent 
with  safe  obstruction  clearance  prac¬ 
tices; 

(5)  Not  obscure  any  light  of  the  ap¬ 
proach  landing  system;  and 

(6)  Be  installed  on  frangible  mounts  or 
beyond  the  1000'  light  bar. 

(b)  On  runways  where  limited  terrain 
prevents  the  localizer  antennae  from 
being  positioned  on  the  runway  center- 
line  extended,  and  the  cost  of  the  land 
fill  or  a  tall  tower  antenna  support  is 
prohibitive,  the  localizer  antenna  array 
may  be  offset,  including  a  collocated 
ground  station,  so  that  the  course  inter¬ 
cepts  the  centerline  at  a  point  determined 
by  the  amount  of  the  angular  offset  and 
the  glide  path  angle.  If  other  than  a  run¬ 
way  centerline  localizer  is  used,  the  cri¬ 
teria  in  Subpart  C  of  Part  97  of  this 
Chapter  is  applicable. 

(c)  At  locations  where  two  separate 
ISMLS  facilities  serve  opposite  ends  of 
of  a  single  runway,  an  interlock  must 
ensure  that  only  the  facility  serving  the 
approach  direction  being  used  will 
radiate. 

(d)  The  radiation  from  the  local lier 
antenna  system  must  produce  a  com¬ 
posite  field  pattern  which  is  pulse  dura¬ 
tion  modulated,  the  time  average  equiva¬ 
lent  to  amplitude  modulation  by  a  90  Hz 
and  150  Hz  tone.  The  localizer  station 
must  transmit  angular  guidance  Infor¬ 
mation  over  a  C-band  microwave  carrier 
on  narrow,  scanned  antenna  beams  that 
are  encoded  to  produce  a  modulation  in 
space  which,  after  averaging  over  several 
beam  scans,  is  equivalent  to  the  modula¬ 
tion  used  for  conventional  ILS  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  Subpart  C  of  this  Part.  The  radia¬ 
tion  field  pattern  must  produce  a  course 
sector  with  one  tone  predominating  on 
one  side  of  the  course  and  with  the  other 
tone  predominating  on  the  opposite  side. 
When  an  observer  faces  the  localizer 
from  the  approach  end  of  the  runway, 
the  depth  of  modulation  of  the  radio  fre¬ 
quency  carrier  due  to  the  150  Hz  tone 
must  predominate  on  his  right  hand  and 
that  due  to  the  90  Hz  tone  must  pre¬ 
dominate  on  his  left  hand. 

(e)  All  horizontal  angles  employed  in 
specifying  the  localizer  field  patterns 
must  originate  from  the  center  of  the 
localizer  antenna  system  which  provides 
the  signals  used  In  the  front  course 
sector. 
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(f)  The  ISMLS  course  sector  angle 
must  be  adjustable  between  3  degrees 
and  9  degrees.  The  applicable  course  sec¬ 
tor  angle  will  be  established  and  ap¬ 
proved  on  an  individual  basis. 

(g)  The  ISMLS  localizer  must  operate 
in  the  band  5000  MHz  to  5030  MHz.  The 
frequency  tolerance  may  not  exceed 
±0.0001  percent. 

(h)  The  emission  from  the  localizer 
must  be  vertically  polarized.  The  hori¬ 
zontally  polarized  component  of  the  ra¬ 
diation  on  the  course  line  may  not  ex¬ 
ceed  that  which  corresponds  to  a  DDM 
error  of  0.016  when  an  aircraft  is  posi¬ 
tioned  on  the  course  line  and  is  in  a  roll 
attitude  of  20  degress  from  the  horizon¬ 
tal. 

(i)  The  localizer  must  provide  signals 
sufficient  to  allow  satisfactory  operation 
of  a  typical  aircraft  installation  within 
the  localizer  and  glide  path  coverage  sec¬ 
tors.  The  localizer  coverage  sector  must 
extend  from  the  center  of  the  localizer 
antenna  system  to  distances  of  18  nauti¬ 
cal  miles  minimum  within  ±10  degrees 
from  the  front  course  line,  and  10  nauti¬ 
cal  miles  minimum  between  ±10  degrees 
and  ±35  degrees  from  the  front  course 
line.  The  ISMLS  localizer  signals  must 
be  receivable  at  the  distances  specified 
up  from  a  surface  extending  outward 
from  the  localizer  antenna  and  within  a 
sector  in  the  elevation  plane  from  0.300 
to  1.750  of  the  established  glide  path  an¬ 
gle  («). 

(J)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(k)  of  this  section,  in  all  parts  of  the 
coverage  volume  specified  in  paragraph 

(i)  of  this  section,  the  peak  field  strength 
may  not  be  less  than  —87  dBW/m\  and 
must  permit  satisfactory  operational  us¬ 
age  of  ISMLS  localizer  facilities. 

(k)  The  minimum  peak  field  strength 
on  the  ISMLS  glide  path  and  within  the 
localizer  course  sector  from  a  distance  of 
10  nautical  miles  to  a  height  of  100  feet 
(30  meters)  above  the  horizontal  plane 
containing  the  threshold,  may  not  be  less 
than  -87  dBW/ms. 

(l)  Above  16  degrees,  the  ISMLS  local¬ 
izer  signals  must  be  reduced  to  as  low  a 
value  as  practicable. 

(m)  Bends  in  the  course  line  may  not 
have  amplitudes  which  exceed  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Amplitude  (DDM) 
Zone  (95  pet.  probability) 

Outer  limit  of  coverage 
to: 

ISMLS  point  "A”—  0.031. 

THMT.q  point  "A”  to  0.031  at  ISMLS  point 
ISMLS  point  “B".  “A”  deceasing  at 

linear  rate  to  0.016 
at  ISMLS  point 
“B". 

ISMLS  point  "B"  to  0.016. 

ISMLS  point  “C". 

(n)  The  amplitudes  referred  to  in 
paragraph  (m)  of  this  section  are  the 
DDMs  due  to  bends  as  realized  on  the 
mean  course  line,  when  correctly  ad¬ 
justed. 

(o)  The  radio  frequency  carrier  must 
meet  the  following  requirements: 

(1)  The  nominal  depth  of  modulation 
of  the  radio  frequency  carrier  due  to 


each  of  the  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  tones  must 
be  20  percent  along  the  course  line. 

(2)  The  depth  of  modulation  of  the 
radio  frequency  carrier  due  to  each  of 
the  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  tones  must  be  be¬ 
tween  18  and  22  percent. 

(3)  The  frequency  tolerance  of  the  90 
Hz  and  150  Hz  modulated  tones  must  be 
within  ±2.5  percent. 

(4)  Total  harmonic  content  of  the  90 
Hz  tone  may  not  exceed  10  percent. 

(5)  Total  harmonic  content  of  the  150 
Hz  tone  may  not  exceed  10  percent. 
However,  a  300  Hz  tone  may  be  trans¬ 
mitted  for  Identification  purposes. 

(6)  At  every  half  cycle  of  the  com¬ 
bined  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  wave  form,  the 
modulation  tones  must  be  phase-locked 
so  that  within  the  half  course  sector,  the 
demodulated  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  wave 
forms  pass  through  zero  in  the  same  di¬ 
rection  within  20  degrees  with  phase  rel¬ 
ative  to  the  150  Hz  component.  However, 
the  phase  need  not  be  measured  within 
the  half  course  sector. 

(p)  The  mean  course  line  must  be  ad¬ 
justed  and  maintained  within  ±.01 5 DDM 
from  the  runway  centerline  at  the 
ISMLS  reference  datum. 

(q)  The  nominal  displacement  sensi¬ 
tivity  within  the  half  course  sector  at  the 
ISMLS  reference  datum,  must  be  0.00145 
DDM/meter  (0.00044DDM/foot) .  How¬ 
ever,  where  the  specified  nominal  dis¬ 
placement  sensitivity  cannot  be  met,  the 
displacement  sensitivity  must  be  adjusted 
as  near  as  possible  to  that  value. 

(r)  The  lateral  displacement  sensi¬ 
tivity  must  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
within  17  percent  of  the  nominal  value. 
Nominal  sector  width  at  the  ISMLS  ref¬ 
erence  datum  is  210  meters  (700  feet). 

(s)  The  Increase  of  DDM  must  be  sub¬ 
stantially  linear  with  respect  to  angular 
displacement  from  the  front  course  line 
where  DDM  is  zero,  up  to  angle  on  either 
side  of  the  front  course  line  where  the 
DDM  is  0.180.  From  that  angle  to  ±10 
degrees,  the  DDM  may  not  be  less  than 
0.180.  From  ±10  degrees  to  ±35  degrees, 
the  DDM  may  not  be  less  than  0.155. 

(t)  The  localizer  must  provide  for  the 
simultaneous  transmission  of  an  identifi¬ 
cation  signal  which  meets  the  following: 

(1)  It  must  be  specific  to  the  runway 
and  approach  direction,  on  the  same 
radio  frequency  carrier,  as  used  for  the 
localizer  function. 

(2)  Transmission  of  the  identification 
signal  may  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the  basic  localizer  function. 

(3)  The  signal  must  be  produced  by 
pulse  duration  modulation  of  the  radio 
frequency  carrier  resulting  in  a  detected 
audio  tone  in  the  airborne  VHF  receiver 
of  1020  Hz  ±50  Hz. 

(4)  The  depth  of  modulation  must  be 
between  the  limits  of  10  and  12  percent. 

(5)  The  emissions  carrying  the  iden¬ 
tification  signal  must  be  vertically 
polarized. 

(6)  The  identification  signal  must  em¬ 
ploy  the  International  Morse  Code  and 
consist  of  three  letters.  It  must  be  pre¬ 
ceded  by  the  International  Morse  Code 
signal  of  the  letter  “M”  followed  by  a 
short  pause  where  it  is  necessary  to  dis¬ 


tinguish  the  ISMLS  facility  from  other 
navigational  facilities  in  the  immediate 
area.  At  airports  where  both  an  ISMLS 
and  an  ILS  are  in  operation,  each  facil¬ 
ity  must  have  a  different  Identification 
call  sign. 

(7)  The  signal  must  be  transmitted  at 
a  speed  corresponding  to  approximately 
seven  words  per  minute,  and  must  be 
repeated  at  approximately  equal  inter¬ 
vals,  not  less  than  six  times  per  minute, 
during  which  time  the  localizer  is  avail¬ 
able  for  operational  use.  When  the  local¬ 
izer  is  not  available  for  transmission,  the 

identification  signal  must  be  suppressed. 

* 

§  171.263  Localizer  automatic  monitor 
system. 

(a)  The  ISMLS  localizer  equipment 
must  provide  an  automatic  monitor  sys¬ 
tem  that  transmits  a  warning  to  desig¬ 
nated  local  and  remote  control  points 
when  any  of  the  following  occurs: 

(1)  A  shift  of  the  mean  course  line  of 
the  localizer  from  the  runway  centerline 
equivalent  to  more  than  .015  DDM  at  the 
ISMLS  reference  datum. 

(2)  For  localizers  in  which  the  basic 
functions  are  provided  by  the  use  of  a 
single-frequency  system,  a  reduction  of 
power  output  to  less  than  50  percent  of 
normal  or  a  loss  of  ground  station  identi¬ 
fication  transmissions. 

(3)  Changes  of  displacement  sensi¬ 
tivity  to  a  value  differing  by  more  than 
17  percent  from  nominal  value  for  the 
localizer. 

(4)  Failure  of  any  part  of  the  monitor 
Itself.  Such  failure  must  automatically 
produce  the  same  results  as  the  malfunc¬ 
tioning  of  the  element  being  monitored. 

(b)  Within  10  seconds  of  the  occur¬ 
rence  of  any  of  the  conditions  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  periods  of  zero  radiation,  localizer 
signal  radiation  must  cease  or  the  navi¬ 
gation  and  Identification  components 
must  be  removed. 

§  171.265  Glide  path  performance  re¬ 
quirements. 

This  section  prescribes  the  perform¬ 
ance  requirements  for  glide  path  equip¬ 
ment  components  of  the  ISMLS.  These 
requirements  are  based  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  the  aircraft  is  heading  directly 
toward  the  facility. 

(a)  The  glide  slope  antenna  system 
must  be  located  near  the  approach  end 
of  the  runway,  and  the  equipment  must 
be  adjusted  so  that  the  vertical  path  line 
will  be  in  a  sloping  horizontal  plane  con¬ 
taining  the  centerline  of  the  runway  be¬ 
ing  served,  and  satisfy  the  coverage  re¬ 
quirements  prescribed  in  paragraph  (g) 
of  this  section.  For  the  purpose  of  ob¬ 
stacle  clearance,  location  of  the  glide 
slope  antenna  system'  must  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  criteria  specified  in 
Subpart  C  of  Part  97  of  this  Chapter. 

(b)  The  radiation  from  the  glide  path 
antenna  system  must  produce  a  com¬ 
posite  field  pattern  which  is  pulse  dura¬ 
tion  modulated  by  a  90  Hz  axd  a  150  Hz 
tone,  which  is  the  time  average  equiva¬ 
lent  to  amplitude  modulation.  The  pat¬ 
tern  must  be  arranged  to  provide  a 
straight  line  descent  path  in  the  vertical 
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plane  containing  the  centerline  of  the 
runway,  with  the  150  Hz  tone  predom¬ 
inating  below  the  path  and  the  90  Hz 
tone  predominating  above  the  path  to  at 
least  an  angle  equal  to  1.750.  As  used  in 
this  section  theta  (p) ,  denotes  the  nom¬ 
inal  glide  path  angle.  The  glide  path 
angle  must  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
within  0.0750. 

(c)  The  glide  path  equipment  must  be 
capable  of  producing  a  radiated  glide 
path  from  3  to  9  degrees  with  respect  to 
the  horizontal.  However,  ISMLS  glide 
path  angles  in  excess  of  3  degrees  may 
be  used  to  satisfy  instrument  approach 
procedures  or  to  overcome  an  obstruc¬ 
tion  clearance  problem,  only  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  criteria  specified  in 
Subpart  C  of  Part  97  of  this  Chapter. 

(d )  The  downward  extended  straight 
portion  of  the  ISMLS  glide  path  must 
pass  through  the  ISMLS  reference  datum 
at  a  height  ensuring  safe  guidance  over 
obstructions  and  safe  and  efficient  use  of 
the  runway  served.  The  height  of  the 
ISMLS  reference  datum  must  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Subpart  C  of  Part  97  of 
this  Chapter. 

(e)  The  glide  path  equipment  must 
operate  in  the  band  5220  MHz  to  5250 
MHz.  The  frequency  tolerance  may  not 
exceed  ±0.0001  percent. 

(f)  The  emission  from  the  glide  path 
equipment  must  be  vertically  polarized. 

(g)  The  glide  path  equipment  must 
provide  signals  sufficient  to  allow  satis¬ 
factory  operation  of  a  typical  aircraft  in¬ 
stallation  in  sectors  of  8  degrees  on  each 
side  of  the  centerline  of  the  ISMLS 
glide  path,  to  a  distance  of  at  least  10 
nautical  miles  up  to  1.750  and  down  to 
0.450  above  the  horizontal  or  to  such 
lower  angle  at  which  0.22  DDM  is 
realized. 

(h)  To  provide  the  coverage  for  glide 
path  performance  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (g)  of  this  section,  the  minimum 
peak  field  strength  within  this  coverage 
sector  must  be  —82  dBW/m5.  The  peak 
field  strength  must  be  provided  on  the 
glide  path  down  to  a  height  of  30  meters 
(100  feet)  above  the  horizontal  plane 
containing  the  threshold. 

(i)  Bends  in  the  glide  path  may  not 
have  amplitudes  which  exceed  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Zone  Amplitude  ( DDM ) 

Outer  limit  of  cover-  (95  pet.  probability) 

age  to  ISMLS  point  0.035. 

“C.” 

The  amplitude  referred  to  is  the  DDM 
due  to  bends  as  realized  on  the  mean 
ISMLS  glide  path  correctly  adjusted.  In 
regions  of  the  approach  where  ISMLS 
glide  path  curvature  is  significant,  bend 
amplitude  is  calculated  from  the  mean 
curved  path,  and  not  the  downward  ex¬ 
tended  straight  line. 

(j)  Guidance  modulation  must  be  im¬ 
pressed  on  the  microwave  carrier  of  the 
radiated  glide  slope  signal  in  the  form  of 
a  unique  summation  of  90  Hz  and  150  Hz 
sinusoidal  modulation  corresponding  to 
the  point  direction  of  the  particular  beam 
which  radiates  the  signal.  Each  of  the 
effective  beam  positions  must  be  illum¬ 
inated  in  sequence  for  a  short  ltme  inter¬ 
val.  The  scan  rate  must  be  synchronous 


with  the  90  Hz  and  159  Hz  tone  base. 
The  modulation  impressed  on  each  beam 
must  be  a  sample  of  the  combined  90  Hz 
and  150  Hz  waveform  appropriate  for 
that  particular,  beam  direction  and  time 
slot.  The  actual  modulation  must  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  appropriately  varying  the 
length  of  time  the  carrier  is  radiated  dur¬ 
ing  each  beam  illumination  interval. 

(k)  The  nominal  depth  of  modula¬ 
tion  of  the  radio  frequency  carrier  due 
to  each  of  the  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  tones 
must  be  40  percent  along  the  ISMLS 
glide  path.  The  depth  of  modulation  may 
not  deviate  outside  the  limits  of  37.5 
percent  to  42.5  percent. 

(l)  The  following  tolerances  apply  to 
the  frequencies  of  the  modulating  tones : 

(1)  The  modulating  tones  must  be  90 
Hz  and  150  Hz  within  2.5  percent. 

(2)  The  total  harmonic  content  of  the 
90  Hz  tone  may  not  exceed  10  percent. 

(3)  The  total  harmonic  content  of  the 
150  Hz  tone  may  not  exceed  10  percent. 

(m)  At  every  half  cycle  of  the  com¬ 
bined  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  wave  form,  the 
modulation  must  be  phase-locked  so  that, 
within  the  ISMLS  half  glide  path  sector, 
the  demodulated  90  Hz  and  150  Hz  wave 
forms  pass  through  zero  in  the  same  di¬ 
rection  within  20  degrees  of  phase  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  150  Hz  component.  However, 
the  phase  need  not  be  measured  within 
the  ISMLS  half  glide  path  sector. 

(n)  The  nominal  angular  displacement 
sensitivity  must  correspond  to  a  DDM  of 
0.0875  at  an  angular  displacement  above 
and  below  the  glide  path  of  0.129.  The 
glide  path  angular  displacement  sensi¬ 
tivity  must  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
within  ±25  percent  of  the  nominal  value 
selected.  The  upper  and  lower  sectors 
must  be  as  symmetrical  as  practicable 
within  the  limits  prescribed  in  this  para¬ 
graph. 

(o)  The  DDM  below  the  ISMLS  glide 
path  must  increase  smoothly  for  de¬ 
creasing  angle  until  a  value  of  0.22  DDM 
is  reached.  This  value  must  be  achieved 
at  an  angle  not  less  than  0.309  above  the 
horizontal.  However,  if  it  is  achieved  at 
an  angle  above  0.459,  the  DDM  value 
may  not  be  less  than  0.22  at  least  down 
to  an  angle  of  0.459. 

§  171.267  Glide  path  antoniatvr  monitor 
system. 

(a)  The  ISMLS  glide  path  equipment 
must  provide  an  automatic  monitor  sys¬ 
tem  that  transmits  a  warning  to  desig¬ 
nated  local  and  remote  control  points 
when  any  of  the  following  occurs: 

(1)  A  shift  of  the  mean  ISMLS  glide 
path  angle  equivalent  to  more  than 
0.0759. 

(2)  For  glide  paths  in  which  the  basic 
functions  are  provided  by  the  use  of  a 
single  frequency  system,  a  reduction  of 
power  output  to  less  than  50  percent. 

(3)  A  change  of  the  angle  between  the 
glide  path  and  the  line  below  the  glide 
path  (150  Hz  predominating),  at  which 
a  DDM  of  0.0875  is  realized  by  more  than 
±0.03769. 

(4)  Lowering  of  the  line  beneath  the 
ISMLS  glide  path  at  which  a  DDM  of 
0.0875  is  realized  to  less  than  0.759  from 
the  horizontal. 


(5)  Failure  of  any  part  of  the  monitor 
itself.  Such  failure  must  automatically 
produce  the  same  results  as  the  mal¬ 
functioning  of  the  element  being  moni¬ 
tored. 

(b)  At  glide  path  facilities  where  the 
selected  nominal  angular  displacement 
sensitivity  corresponds  to  an  angle  below 
the  ISMLS  glide  path,  which  is  close  to 
or  at  the  maximum  limits  specified,  an 
adjustment  to  the  monitor  operating 
limits  may  be  made  to  protect  against 
sector  deviations  below  0.759  from  the 
horizontal. 

(c)  Within  10  seconds  of  the  occur¬ 
rence  of  any  of  the  conditions  prescribed 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  periods  of  zero  radiation,  glide  path 
signal  radiation  must  cease. 

§  171.269  Marker  beacon  performance 
requirements. 

ISMLS  marker  beacon  equipment  must 
meet  the  performance  requirements  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Subpart  H  of  this  Part. 

§  171.271  Installation  requirements. 

(a)  The  ISMLS  facility  must  be  per¬ 
manent  in  nature,  located,  constructed, 
and  installed  according  to  accepted  good 
engineering  practices,  applicable  electric 
and  safety  codes,  FCC  licensing  require¬ 
ments,  and  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  of 
§  171.261. 

(b)  The  ISMLS  facility  must  have  a 
reliable  source  of  suitable  primary  pow¬ 
er,  either  from  a  power  distribution  sys¬ 
tem  or  locally  generated.  Adequate  power 
capacity  must  be  provided  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  test  and  working  equipment  of 
the  ISMLS. 

(c)  The  ISMLS  facility  must  have  a 
continuously  engaged  or  floating  battery 
power  source  for  the  ground  station  for 
continued  normal  operation  if  the  pri¬ 
mary  power  fails.  A  trickle  charge  must 
be  supplied  to  recharge  the  batteries  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  of  available  primary  pow¬ 
er.  Upon  loss  and  subsequent  restoration 
of  power,  the  batteries  must  be  restored 
to  full  charge  within  24  hours.  When 
primary  power  is  applied,  the  state  of  the 
battery  charge  may  not  affect  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  ISMLS  ground  station.  The 
battery  must  permit  continuation  of  nor¬ 
mal  operation  for  at  least  two  hours  un¬ 
der  the  normal  operating  conditions.  The 
equipment  must  meet  all  specification  re¬ 
quirements  with  or  without  batteries 
Installed. 

(d)  There  must  be  a  means  for  deter¬ 
mining,  from  the  ground,  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  equipment  including  anten¬ 
nae,  both  initially  and  periodically. 

(e)  The  facility  must  have,  or  be  sup¬ 
plemented  by,  ground-air  or  landline 
communications  services.  At  facilities 
within  or  immediately  adjacent  to  air 
traffic  control  areas,  and  that  are  in¬ 
tended  for  use  as  instrument  approach 
aids  for  an  airport,  there  must  be  ground- 
air  communications  or  reliable  commu¬ 
nications  (at  least  a  landline  telephone) 
from  the  airport  to  the  nearest  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  or  communication  facility.  Compli¬ 
ance  with  this  paragraph  need  not  be 
shown  at  airports  where  an  adjacent 
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Federal  Aviation  Administration  facility 
can  communicate  with  aircraft  on  the 
ground  at  the  airport  and  during  the 
entire  proposed  instrument  approach 
procedure.  In  addition,  at  low  traffic  den¬ 
sity  airports  within  or  immediately  ad¬ 
jacent  to  air  traffic  control  zones  or 
areas,  and  where  extensive  delays  are  not 
a  factor,  the  requirements  of  this  para¬ 
graph  may  be  reduced  to  reliable  com¬ 
munications  (at  least  a  landline  tele¬ 
phone)  from  the  airport  to  the  nearest 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  air 
traffic  control  or  communications  fa¬ 
cility,  if  an  adjacent  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  facility  can  communicate 
with  aircraft  during  the  proposed  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure,  at  least 
down  to  the  minimum  en  route  altitude 
for  the  controlled  area. 

(f)  Except  where  no  operationally 
harmful  interference  will  result,  at  lo¬ 
cations  where  two  separate  ISMLS  fa¬ 
cilities  serve  opposite  ends  of  a  single 
runway,  an  interlock  must  ensure  that 
only  the  facility  serving  the  approach 
direction  in  use  can  radiate. 

§  171.273  Maintenance  and  operations 
requirements. 

(a)  The  owner  of  the  facility  must  es¬ 
tablish  an  adequate  maintenance  system 
and  provide  qualified  maintenance  per¬ 
sonnel  to  maintain  the  facility  at  the 
level  attained  at  the  time  it  was  com¬ 
missioned.  Each  person  who  maintains  a 
facility  must  meet  at  least  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission’s  licens¬ 
ing  requirements  and  show  that  he  has 
the  special  knowledge  and  skills  needed 
to  maintain  the  facility,  including  profi¬ 
ciency  in  maintenance  procedures  and 
the  use  of  specialized  test  equipment. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  out-of-tolerance 
conditions  or  malfunctions,  as  evidenced 
by  receiving  two  successive  pilot  reports, 
the  owner  must  close  the  facility  by  ceas¬ 
ing  radiation,  and  issue  a  “Notice  to  Air¬ 
man”  (NOTAM)  that  the  facility  is  out 
of  service. 

(c)  The  owner  must  prepare,  and  ob¬ 
tain  approval  of,  an  operations  and  main¬ 
tenance  manual  that  sets  forth  manda¬ 
tory  procedures  for  operations,  periodic 
maintenance,  and  emergency  mainte¬ 
nance,  including  instructions  on  each  of 
the  following: 

(1)  Physical  security  of  the  facility. 

(2)  Maintenance  and  operations  by 
authorized  persons. 

(3)  FCC  licensing  requirements  for  op¬ 
erations  and  maintenance  personnel. 

(4)  Posting  of  licenses  and  signs. 

(5)  Relation  between  the  facility  and 
FAA  air  traffic  control  facilities,  with  a 
description  of  the  boundaries  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  over  or  near  the  facility, 
instructions  for  relaying  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  instructions  and  information,  if  ap¬ 
plicable,  and  instructions  for  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  an  air  traffic  advisory  service  if 
the  facility  is  located  outside  of  con¬ 
trolled  airspace. 

(6)  Notice  to  the  Administrator  of  any 
suspension  of  service. 

(7)  Detailed  and  specific  maintenance 
procedures  and  servicing  guides  stating 
the  frequency  of  servicing. 


(8)  Air-ground  communications,  if 
provided,  expressly  written  or  incorpo¬ 
rating  appropriate  sections  of  FAA  man¬ 
uals  by  reference. 

(9)  Keeping  of  station  logs  and  other 
technical  reports,  and  the  submission  of 
reports  required  by  §  171.275. 

(10)  Monitoring  of  the  ISMLS  facility. 

(11)  Inspections  by  United  States  per¬ 
sonnel. 

(12)  Names,  addresses,  and  telephone 
numbers  of  persons  to  be  notified  in  an 
emergency. 

(13)  Shutdowns  for  periodic  mainte¬ 
nance  and  issue  of  “Notices  to  Airmen” 
for  routine  or  emergency  shutdowns. 

(14)  Commissioning  of  the  ISMLS  fa¬ 
cility. 

(15)  An  acceptable  procedure  for 
amending  or  revising  the  manual. 

(16)  An  explanation  of  the  kinds  of 
activities  (such  as  construction  or  grad¬ 
ing)  in  the  vicinity  of  the  ISMLS  facility 
that  may  require  shutdown  or  recertifi¬ 
cation  of  the  ISMLS  facility  by  FAA 
flight  check. 

(17)  Procedures  for  conducting  a 
ground  check  of  the  localizer  course 
alignment,  width,  and  clearance,  glide 
path  elevation  angle  and  course  width, 
and  marker  beacon  power,  and  modula¬ 
tion. 

(18)  The  following  information  con¬ 
cerning  the  ISMLS  facility: 

(1)  Facility  component  locations  with 
respect  to  airport  layout,  instrument 
runways,  and  similar  areas. 

(ii)  The  type,  make,  and  model  of  the 
basic  radio  equipment  that  provides  the 
service. 

(iii)  The  station  power  emission  and 
frequencies  of  the  ISMLS  localizer,  glide 
path,  beacon  markers,  and  associated 
compass  locators,  if  any. 

(iv)  The  hours  of  operation. 

(v)  Station  identification  call  letters 
and  method  of  station  identification  and 
the  time  spacing  of  the  identification. 

(vi)  A  description  of  the  critical  parts 
that  may  not  be  changed,  adjusted,  or 
repaired  without  an  FAA  flight  check  to 
confirm  published  operations. 

(d)  The  owner  or  his  maintenance 
representative  must  make  a  ground  check 
of  the  ISMLS  facility  periodically  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  procedures  approved  by 
the  FAA  at  the  time  of  commissioning, 
and  must  report  the  results  of  the  checks 
as  provided  in  §  171.275. 

(e)  Modifications  to  an  ISMLS  facility 
may  be  made  only  after  approval  by  the 
FAA  of  the  proposed  modification  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  owner. 

(f)  The  owner  or  the  owner’s  main¬ 
tenance  representative  must  participate 
in  inspections  made  by  the  FAA. 

(g)  Whenever  it  is  required  by  the 
FAA,  the  owner  must  incorporate  im¬ 
provements  in  ISMLS  maintenance. 

(h)  The  owner  or  his  maintenance 
representative  must  provide  a  sufficient 
stock  of  spare  parts,  including  solid 
state  components,  or  modules  to  make 
possible  the  prompt  replacement  of  com¬ 
ponents  or  modules  that  fail  or  deterio¬ 
rate  in  service. 


(i)  FAA  approved  test  instruments 
must  be  used  for  maintenance  of  the 
ISMLS  facility. 

(j)  The  mean  corrective  maintenance 
time  of  the  ISMLS  equipment  may  not 
exceed  0.5  hours,  with  a  maximum  cor¬ 
rective  maintenance  time  of  not  greater 
than  1.5  hours.  This  measure  applies  to 
failures  of  the  monitor,  transmitter  and 
associated  antenna  assemblies,  limited  to 
unscheduled  outrage  and  out-of -toler¬ 
ance  conditions. 

(k)  The  mean  time  between  failures 
of  the  ISMLS  equipment  may  not  be 
less  than  1,500  hours.  This  measure  ap¬ 
plies  to  unscheduled  outages,  out-of- 
tolerance  conditions,  and  failures  of  the 
monitor,  transmitter,  and  associated  an¬ 
tenna  assemblies. 

(l)  Inspection  consists  of  an  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  ISMLS  equipment  to  ensure 
that  unsafe  operating  conditions  do  not 
exist. 

(m)  Monitoring  of  the  ISMLS  radiated 
signal  must  ensure  a  high  degree  of  in¬ 
tegrity  and  minimize  the  requirements 
for  ground  and  flight  inspection.  The 
monitor  must  be  checked  periodically 
during  the  in-service  test  evaluation  pe¬ 
riod  for  calibration  and  stability.  These 
tests  and  ground  checks  of  glide  slope, 
localizer,  and  marker  beacon  radiation 
characteristics  must  be  conducted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  maintenance  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section. 

§  171.275  Reports. 

The  owner  of  the  ISMLS  facility  or  his 
maintenance  representative  must  make 
the  following  reports  at  the  indicated 
time  to  the  appropriate  FAA  Regional 
Office  where  the  facility  is  located. 

(a)  Facility  Equipment  Performance 
and  Adjustment  Data  ( FAA  Form  198) . 
The  FAA  Form  198  shall  be  filled  out  by 
the  owner  or  his  maintenance  represent¬ 
ative  with  the  equipment  adjustments 
and  meter  readings  as  of  the  time  of 
facility  commissioning.  One  copy  must  be 
kept  in  the  permanent  records  of  the  fa¬ 
cility  and  two  copies  must  be  sent  to  the 
appropriate  FAA  Regional  Office.  The 
owner  or  his  maintenance  representative 
must  revise  the  FAA  Form  198  data  after 
any  major  repair,  modernization,  or  re¬ 
tuning  to  reflect  an  accurate  record  of 
facility  operation  and  adjustment.  In  the 
event  the  data  are  revised,  the  owner  or 
his  maintenance  representative  shall  no¬ 
tify  the  appropriate  FAA  Regional  Office 
of  such  revisions,  and  forward  copies  of 
the  revisions  to  the  appropriate  FAA  Re¬ 
gional  Office. 

(b)  Facility  Maintenance  Log  (FAA 
Form  6030-1).  FAA  Form  6030-1  is  a 
permanent  record  of  all  the  activities 
required  to  maintain  the  ISMLS  facility. 
The  entries- must  include  all  malfunctions 
met  in  maintaining  the  facility  includ¬ 
ing  information  on  the  kind  of  work  and 
adjustments  made,  equipment  failures, 
causes  (if  determined)  and  corrective 
action  taken.  In  addition,  the  entries 
must  include  completion  of  periodic 
maintenance  required  to  maintain  the 
facility.  The  owner  or  his  maintenance 
representative  must  keep  the  original 
of  each  form  at  the  facility  and  send  a 
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copy  to  the  appropriate  FAA  Regional 
Office  at  the  end  of  each  month  in  which 
it  is  prepared.  However,  where  an  FAA 
approved  remote  monitoring  system  is 
installed  which  precludes  the  need  for 
periodic  maintenance  visits  to  the 
facility,  monthly  reports  from  the  re¬ 
mote  monitoring  system  control  point 
must  be  forwarded  to  the  appropriate 
FAA  Regional  Office,  and  a  hard  copy  re¬ 
tained  at  the  control  point. 

(c)  Technical  Performance  Record 
(FAA  Form  418).  FAA  Form  418  con¬ 
tains  a  record  of  system  parameters, 
recorded  on  each  scheduled  visit  to  the 
facility.  The  owner  or  his  maintenance 
representative  shall  keep  the  original  of 
each  month’s  record  at  the  facility  and 
send  a  copy  of  the  fcrm  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  FAA  Regional  Office. 

Note. — The  reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements  contained  herein  have  been 
approved  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  in  accordance  with  the  Federal  Re¬ 
ports  Act  of  1942. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
12, 1975. 

James  E.  Dow, 
Acting  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-21690  Filed  8-15-75; 8: 45  am] 


Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

PART  256— GUIDES  FOR  THE  LAW  BOOK 
INDUSTRY 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-20525,  appearing  at  page 
33436,  in  the  issue  for  Friday,  August  8, 
1975,  make  the  following  changes; 

1.  On  page  33436  in  the  third  column 
and  in  the  second  line  of  the  second  full 
paragraph  there  should  be  a  comma  after 
the  word  “sets,”  instead  of  after  the 
word  “usually”. 

2.  On  page  33437  in  the  second  column, 
in  §  256.5,  and  in  paragraph  (b)  the  first 
line  of  that  paragraph  should  read  “Rep¬ 
resent  an  industry  product  as”  instead 
of  “Other  or  prior  titles  and  last  copy-”. 

3.  On  page  33438  in  the  first  column, 
in  §  256.11,  and  in  the  last  line  of  para¬ 
graph  (e)  there  should  be  a  semicolon 
•**;”  instead  of  a  colon  after  the  word 
apply. 


PART  256— GUIDES  FOR  THE  LAW  BOOK 

INDUSTRY 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-20525  appearing  on  page 
33437  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  August  8, 
1975,  in  the  eighth  line  of  the  middle 
column,  immediately  following  the  word 
“This”  delete  the  word  “guide”  and  sub¬ 
stitute  the  word  “section”  therefor. 

Virginia  M.  Harding, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21749  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  am] 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 
SERVICE 

]TD.  75-209] 

ENTRY  OF  MERCHANDISE 
Revision  of  Custom  Forms 

Section  141.61(c)  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  141.61(c))  pres¬ 
ently  provides  that,  with  certain  specified 
exceptions,  each  entry  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  Customs  Form  6417  (Summary 
of  Entered  Values),  the  face  of  which 
shall  be  prepared  by  the  importer  as  a 
carbon  copy  of  the  entry  so  that  it  con¬ 
tains  the  same  information  as  the  entry. 
Historically,  Customs  Form  6417  has 
been  used  to  indicate  the  appraisement 
and  advisory  classification  of  merchan¬ 
dise,  and  to  record  other  notations  made 
by  Customs  officers  regarding  action 
taken  on  the  entry.  Inasmuch  as  any  nec¬ 
essary  additional  information  set  forth 
on  Customs  Form  6417  can  also  be  shown 
on  the  original  entry  document  (e.g.. 
Customs  Form  7501,  Consumption 
Entry) ,  it  has  been  determined  that  Cus¬ 
toms  Form  6417  is  no  longer  required. 
Consequently,  Customs  Form  6417  and 
Customs  Form  6417-A,  Continuation 
Sheet,  are  being  abolished. 

In  order  to  reflect  the  abolishment  of 
Customs  Form  6417,  §  141.61(c)  of  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  141.61 
(c)),  is  being  deleted.  In  addition, 
S  10.53(b)  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
(19  CFR  10.53(b)),  which  presently  re¬ 
quires  the  recording  of  certain  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  reverse  of  Customs  Form 
6417,  is  being  amended  to  provide  for  the 
recording  of  that  information  on  the 
front  of  Customs  Form  7501,  Cunsump- 
tion  Entry.  Finally,  §  146.21(c)  (2)  of  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  146.21(c) 
(2) )  is  being  amended  to  delete  the 
words  “the  preparation  of  Customs  Form 
6417,”,  and  by  replacing  the  words  "(see 
Part  8  of  this  chapter)  ”  with  the  words 
“(see  Part  144  of  this  chapter)”  to  re¬ 
flect  a  revision  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Accordingly,  §§  10.53, 141.61  and  146.21 
of  the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
10.53,  141.61,  146.21),  are  hereby 

amended  as  set  forth  below: 

PART  10— ARTICLES  CONDITIONALLY 
FREE,  SUBJECT  TO  A  REDUCED  RATE, 
ETC. 

§  10.53  [Amended] 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  10.53  of  the  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  is  amended  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  words  “on  the  front  of 
Customs  Form  7501”  for  “on  the  reverse 
of  Customs  Form  6417”. 

(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759 
(19  U.S.C.  66,  1624) ) 

PART  141— ENTRY  OF  MERCHANDISE 
§  141.61  [Amended] 

Section  141.61  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  deleting  paragraph 
(c). 
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(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759 
(19  U.S.C.  66,  1624)) 


PART  146— FOREIGN-TRADE  ZONES 

Paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  section  146.21  of 
the  Customs  Regulations  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  146.21  Privileged  Foreign  Merchan¬ 
dise. 

***** 

(C)  *  *  * 

(2)  Preparation,  filing,  and  processing 
of  the  entry.  The  procedure  in  connection 
with  the  preparation,  filing,  and  process¬ 
ing  of  the  entry,  including  the  making 
of  notations  on  invoices,  the  designation 
of  examination  packages  or  quantities, 
and  the  examination  and  appraisement 
of  the  merchandise  shall  be  the  same  as 
that  prescribed  in  the  case  of  an  entry 
for  warehouse  made  in  Customs  territory 
(see  Part  144  of  this  chapter),  except 
that  no  bond  shall  be  required. 

(R.S.  251,  as  amended,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  759 
(19  U.S.C.  66,  1624)) 

Because  these  amendments  merely 
conform  the  Customs  Regulations  to  cer¬ 
tain  administrative  changes,  and  require 
no  public  initiative,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  is  found  to  be  unnec¬ 
essary  and  good  cause  exists  for  dispens¬ 
ing  with  a  delayed  effective  date  under 
the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553. 

Effective  date.  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  August  18,  1975. 

C.  R.  Dickerson, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  August  12, 1975. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

|FR  Doc.76  21804  Filed  8-18-75;8:45] 


Title  22 — Foreign  Relations 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
SUBCHAPTER  C— FEES  AND  FUNDS 

PART  22— FEES  AND  CHARGES, 
FOREIGN  SERVICE 

CFR  Correction 

In  §  22.1,  appearing  on  page  90  of  Title 
22,  revised  as  of  April  1,  1975,  in  para¬ 
graph  (a) ,  the  entry  under  the  heading 
“Fees”  for  item  no.  1.  “Execution  of  ap¬ 
plication  •  *  *”  should  read  “$3.00”. 


[Dept.  Reg.  108.714] 

PART  41— VISAS:  DOCUMENTATION  OF 
NONIMMIGRANTS  UNDER  THE  IMMI¬ 
GRATION  AND  NATIONALITY  ACT,  AS 
AMENDED 

Passports  and  Visas  Not  Required  for 
Certain  Nonimmigrants 

Correction 

In  FR  Document  75-20561,  appearing 
at  page  33444,  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975,  the  above  Department  Reg¬ 
ulation  number  was  inadvertently 
omitted. 
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Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOO 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI  232 ] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  City  of 
Weatherford,  Okla. 

On  April  1,  1974,  in  39  FR  11900,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Weatherford,  Oklahoma,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
400056  03,  which  indicates  that  Lots  3 
through  8  on  Block  1  of  Vogt’s  Second 
Addition,  Weatherford,  Oklahoma,  as 
recorded  in  Book  190,  Pages  149-151,  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  Custer  County, 
Oklahoma,  are  in  their  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  Lots  3,  7,  8,  and 
the  existing  structures  on  Lots  4,  5,  and 
6  of  the  above  mentioned  property  are 
not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  effective  March  29, 
1974,  Map  No.  H  400056  03  is  hereby 
corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  and  structures  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UJ3.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  July  22,  1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-21730  Filed  8-18-76:8:46  am[ 


[Docket  No.  FI-672] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  County  of 
Fairfax,  Va. 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Fairfax 
County,  Virginia,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  Map  No.  H  515525  18 
which  indicates  that  Lot  219,  Section  2, 
Rolling  Valley  West  Subdivision,  F’airfax 
County,  Virginia,  as  recorded  in  Book 
3614,  Page  234  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  Court  of  Fairfax  County,  Virginia, 


is  in  its  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  recently 
acquired  flood  Information,  that  the 
above  property  is  within  Zone  C,  and  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
Accordingly,  effective  June  17,  1970,  Map 
No.  H  515525  18  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XHI  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  F.R. 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  F.R.  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  F.R.  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  August 4, 1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 
Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-21729  Filed  8-18-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-321] 

PART  1920 — PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the 

Township  of  West  Bloomfield,  Michigan 

On  August  6,  1974,  in  39  FR  28258,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  included  the  Town¬ 
ship  of  West  Bloomfield,  Michigan,  as 
an  eligible  community  and  included  Map 
No.  H  260182  06,  which  indicates  that  the 
existing  structures  on  the  property  of 
Moon  Lake  Townhouse  Condominiums, 
West  Bloomfield,  Michigan,  as  recorded 
in  Liber  6120,  Pages  2  and  3,  in  the  office 
of  the  Register  of  Deeds,  Oakland 
County,  Michigan,  are  in  their  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  existing 
structures  on  the  above  mentioned 
property  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effec¬ 
tive  June  28,  1974,  Map  No.  H  260182  06 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
structures  on  the  above  property  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Ti¬ 
tle  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended, 
42  U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27, 
1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 
1974.) 

Issued:  August  6,  1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-21737  Filed  8-18-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-306] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Cannon  Beach,  Oregon 

On  July  5,  1974,  in  39  FR  24644,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  included  the  City 
of  Cannon  Beach,  Oregon,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  410029  02,  which  indicates  that  the 
following  parcel  and  lots  of  the  subdi¬ 
vision  known  as  Seal  Rock  Beach,  Can¬ 
non  Beach,  Oregon,  as  recorded  in  the 
Deed  Books  in  the  office  of  the  County 
Clerk  of  Clatsop  County,  Oregon,  are 
in  their  entirety  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area:  Parcel  No.  2,  Lots  11-14 
of  Block  29,  and  Lots  11  and  12  of  Block 
30,  in  Book  344,  Page  533;  Lots  13  and 
14  of  Block  30,  in  Book  359,  Page  569; 
Lots  1,  2,  23,  and  24  of  Block  35,  in  Book 
315,  Page  177;  Lots  3  and  22  of  Block  35, 
in  Book  314,  Page  723;  Lots  4  and  21 
of  Block  35,  in  Book  315,  Page  186  and 
Book  312,  Page  816;  Lot  7  of  Block  35, 
in  Book  344,  Page  742;  Lots  5,  6,  18,  19, 
and  20  of  Block  35,  in  Book  266,  Page  252; 
Lots  8-12,  and  14-17  of  Block  35,  Lots 
1-9,  and  24  of  Block  36,  in  Book  293, 
Page  463;  Lot  13  of  Block  35,  in  Book 
260,  Page  45.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  information,  that 
Parcel  No.  2;  Lots  11-14  of  Block  29; 
Lots  11-14  of  Block  30;  Lots  1-10,  and 
14-24  of  Block  35;  and  Lots  1-9,  and  24 
of  Block  36,  are  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effec¬ 
tive  June  21,  1974,  Map  No.  H  410029  02 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  mentioned  parcel  and  lots  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968) ,  as  amended,  42 
U.8.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August 6, 1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

*  Acting  Federal 

Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-21738  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  Fl-446] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Overland  Park,  Kansas 

On  January  13,  1975,  in  40  FR  2427, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
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public  inspection.  This  included  the 
City  of  Overland  Park,  Kansas,  as  an  eli¬ 
gible  community  and  included  Map  No. 
H  200174  07  which  indicates  that  Lots 
21,  22,  and  23,  Block  3,  Hanover  Subdi¬ 
vision,  Overland  Park,  Kansas,  as  re¬ 
corded  in  Book  34,  Page  14,  in  the  office 
of  the  Register  of  Deeds,  Johnson 
County,  Kansas,  are  in  their  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  structures  on 
the  above  property  are  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  January  3,  1975,  Map  No.  H 
200174  07  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  structures  on  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insure  nee  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) . 

Issued:  August  6, 1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

JFR  Doc.76-21786  Filed  8-18-76; 8:46  am] 
(Docket  No.  FI-326] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Town  of 
Huntington,  Vermont 

On  August  7,  1974,  in  39  FR  28432,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  included  the  Town 
of  Huntington,  Vermont,  as  an  eligible 
community  and  included  Map  No.  H 
500036  01,  which  indicates  that  property 
in  Huntington,  Vermont,  as  recorded  in 
Volume  24,  Page  350,  and  Volume  26, 
Page  180,  of  the  Land  Records  of  the 
Town  of  Huntington,  Vermont,  is  in  its 
entirety  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after  fur¬ 
ther  technical  review  of  the  above  map 
in  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  existing  struc¬ 
tures  on  the  above  mentioned  property 
are  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Area.  Accordingly,  effective  July  21, 1974, 
Map  No.  H  500036  01  is  hereby  corrected 
to  reflect  that  the  structures  on  the  above 
property  are  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Wood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UJS.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 


trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  6, 1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-21739  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 

f Docket  No.  FI-277] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Franklin,  Wisconsin 

On  January  9,  1974,  in  39  FR  1436,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Franklin,  Wisconsin,  as  an  eligible  com¬ 
munity  and  included  Map  Nos.  H  550273 
06  and  09,  which  indicate  that  the  sub¬ 
divisions  in  Frankin,  Wisconsin,  known 
as  Hawthorn  Glen,  as  recorded  in  Plat 
Volume  102,  Pages  37  and  38;  and  Root 
River  Heights,  as  recorded  in  Plat  Book 
91,  Page  41,  in  the  office  of  the  Register 
of  Deeds  of  Milwaukee  County,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  are  in  their  entirety  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been 
determined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  after  further  technical  re¬ 
view  of  the  above  map  in  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  subdivision  know  as  Root 
River  Heights  and  Lots  1-16,  Block  1; 
Lots  1—4,  7,  11,  12,  14-18,  Block  2;  Lots 
1-10,  14-19,  Block  3;  and  Lots  1-12, 
Block  4,  of  the  subdivision  known  as 
Hawthorn  Glen  are  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  ef¬ 
fective  January  9,  1974,  Map  Nos.  550273 
06  and  09  are  hereby  corrected  to  reflect 
that  the  Root  River  Heights  subdivision 
and  the  above  mentioned  lots  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIH  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UAC.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  6,  1975. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-21740  Filed  8-18-76;8:46  am] 

Title  28 — Judicial  Administration 
CHAPTER  I— DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

(Order  No.  617-76] 

PART  O — ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revising  Delegations  of  Authority  to  the 
Antitrust  Division 

This  order  revises  the  regulations  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  which  de¬ 
scribe  the  functions  delegated  to  the  As¬ 


sistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of 
the  Antitrust  Division. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  28  U.S.C.  509,  510,  and  5  U.S.C.  301, 
Subpart  H  of  Part  O  of  Chapter  I  of 
Title  28,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  H — Antitrust  Division 

§  0.40  General  functions. 

Subject  to  the  general  supervision  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and  under  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General, 
the  following-described  matters  are  as¬ 
signed  to  and  shall  be  conducted,  han¬ 
dled,  or  supervised  by,  the  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General  in  charge  of  the  Anti¬ 
trust  Division: 

-  (a)  General  enforcement,  by  criminal 
and  civil  proceedings,  of  the  federal  an¬ 
titrust  laws  and  other  laws  relating  to 
the  protection  of  competition  and  the 
prohibition  of  restraints  of  trade  and 
monopolization,  including  conduct  of 
surveys  of  possible  violations  of  anti¬ 
trust  laws,  conduct  of  grand  jury  pro¬ 
ceedings,  designation  of  attorneys  to  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  to  grand  juries,  issuance 
and  enforcement  of  civil  investigative 
demands,  civil  actions  to  obtain  orders 
and  injunctions,  civil  actions  to  recover 
forfeitures  or  damages  for  injuries  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  United  States  as  a  result  of 
antitrust  law  violations,  proceedings  to 
enforce  compliance  with  final  judgments 
in  antitrust  suits,  and  negotiation  of  con¬ 
sent  judgments  in  civil  actions;  crimi¬ 
nal  actions  to  impose  penalties  includ¬ 
ing  actions  for  the  imposition  of  penal¬ 
ties  for  conspiring  to  defraud  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  by  violation  of  the 
antitrust  laws;  participation  as  amicus 
curiae  in  private  antitrust  litigation;  and 
prosecution  or  defense  of  appeals  in  anti¬ 
trust  proceedings. 

(b)  Intervention  or  participation  be¬ 
fore  administrative  agencies  functioning 
wholly  or  partly  under  regulatory 
statutes  in  administrative  proceedings 
which  require  consideration  of  the  anti¬ 
trust  laws  or  competitive  policies,  includ¬ 
ing  such  agencies  as  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  Federal  Power  Commission,  Federal 
Reserve  Board,  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
and  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  except  proceedings  referred  to  any 
agency  by  a  federal  court  as  an  incident 
to  litigation  being  conducted  under  the 
supervision  of  another  Division  in  this 
Department. 

(c)  Developing  procedures  to  imple¬ 
ment,  receiving  information,  maintaining 
records,  and  preparing  reports  by  the 
Attorney  General  to  the  President  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Executive  Order  No.  10936  of 
April  25,  1961  relating  to  identical  bids 
submitted  to  Federal  and  State  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies. 

(d)  As  the  delegate  of  the  Attorney 
General  furnishing  reports  and  sum¬ 
maries  thereof,  respecting  the  competi- 
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tlve  factors  involved  in  proposed  mergers 
or  consolidations  of  insured  banks  re¬ 
quired  by  subsection  (c)  of  Section  18  of 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Act  (64 
Stat.  891)  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1828 

(c)),  furnishing  reports  respecting  the 
competitive  factors  involved  in  proposed 
acquisitions  under  the  Savings  and  Loan 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1730a 

(e) ) ,  furnishing  the  advice  regarding 
the  proposed  disposition  of  surplus  Gov¬ 
ernment  property  required  by  Section 
207  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  (63  Stat.  391)  as 
amended  (40  U.S.C.  488),  and  furnish¬ 
ing  advice  regarding  nuclear  licenses  un¬ 
der  sections  105(c)  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  2135). 

(e)  Preparing  the  approval  or  disap¬ 
proval  of  tiie  Attorney  General  whenever 
such  action  is  required  by  statute  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  antitrust  laws  as 
a  prerequisite  to  the  development  of  De¬ 
fense  Production  Act  voluntary  programs 
or  agreements  and  small  business  pro¬ 
duction  or  raw  material  pools,  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  program  and  atomic 
energy  matters. 

(f)  Assembling  information  and  pre¬ 
paring  reports  required  or  requested  by 
the  Congress  or  the  Attorney  General  as 
to  the  effect  upon  the  maintenance  and 
preservation  of  competition  under  the 
free  enterprise  system  of  various  Federal 
laws  or  programs,  including  the  Defense 
Production  Act,  the  Small  Business  Act, 
and  the  joint  resolution  of  July  28,  1955, 
giving  consent  to  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
pact  to  Conserve  Oil  and  Gas. 

(g)  Preparing  for  transmittal  to  the 
President,  Congress,  or  other  depart¬ 
ments  or  agencies  views  or  advice  as  to 
the  propriety  or  effect  of  any  action,  pro¬ 
gram  or  practice  upon  the  maintenance 
and  preservation  or  competition  under 
the  free  enterprise  system. 

(h)  Representing  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  on  Interdepartmental  or  interagency 
committees  concerned  with  the  mainte¬ 
nance  and  preservation  of  competition 
generally  and  in  various  sections,  of  the 
economy  and  the  operation  of  the  free 
enterprise  system  and  when  authorized 
participating  in  conferences  and  com¬ 
mittees  with  foreign  governments  and 
treaty  organizations  concerned  with  com¬ 
petition  and  restrictive  business  prac¬ 
tices  in  international  trade. 

(1)  Collecting  fines,  penalties,  judg¬ 
ments,  and  forfeitures  arising  in  anti¬ 
trust  cases. 

§  0.41  Special  functions. 

Subject  to  the  general  supervision  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and  under  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Deputy  Attorney  General, 
the  following-described  matters  are  as¬ 
signed  to  and  shall  be  conducted,  han¬ 
dled,  or  supervised  by,  the  Assistant  At¬ 
torney  General  in  charge  of  the  Anti¬ 
trust  Division: 

(a)  Institution  of  proceedings  to  im¬ 
pose  penalties  for  violations  of  section 
202(a)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934  (48  Stat.  1070),  as  amended  (47 
U.S.C.  202(a)),  which  prohibits  common 
carriers  by  wire  or  radio  from  unjustly 
or  unreasonably  discriminating  among 
persons,  classes  of  persons,  or  localities. 
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(b)  Upon  appropriate  certification  by 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
to  Impose  penalties  for  violations  of  the 
unfair  or  deceptive  practices  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission  Act. 

(c)  Representing  the  United  States  in 
suits  pending  as  of  February  28,  1975, 
before  three-judge  district  courts  under 
section  2321-2325  of  title  28  of  the  United 
States  Code,  to  enforce,  suspend,  enjoin, 
annul,  or  set  aside,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
any  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  (Pub.  L.  93-584,  §  10,  88 
Stat.  1917) 

(d)  Representing  the  United  States  in 
proceedings  before  courts  of  appeals  to 
review  orders  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Commission,  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  and  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (28  U.S.C.  2341- 
2350). 

(e)  Representing  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  his  delegates  under  the  Federal  Alco¬ 
hol  Administration  Act.  in  courts  of  ap¬ 
peals  reviewing  their  respective  admin¬ 
istrative  orders. 

(f)  Defending  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  or  his  delegates  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Alcohol  Administration  Act,  and  the 
agencies  named  in  paragraph  (c),  (d) 
and  (e)  of  this  section  or  their  officers 
against  the  injunctive  actions  brought  in 
Federal  courts  when  the  matter  which 
is  the  subject  of  the  actions  will  ulti¬ 
mately  be  the  subject  of  review  under 
paragraph  (c),  (d),  (e)  or  (g)  of  this 
section,  or  of  an  enforcement  action 
under  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(g)  Seeking  review  of  or  defending 
judgments  rendered  in  proceedings 
under  paragraphs  (a)  through  (f )  of  this 
section  and  judgments  rendered  upon  re¬ 
view  of  Federal  Trade  Commission 
orders  by  courts  of  appeals. 

(h)  All  litigation  arising  under  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21 
U.S.C.  301  et  seq.),  the  Federal  Hazard¬ 
ous  Substances  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1261  et 
seq.),  the  Fair  Packaging  and  Labeling 
Act  (15  UJS.C.  1451  et  seq.),  the  Child 
Protection  and  Toy  Safety  Act  of  1969 
(15  U.S.C.  1261,  1261  note.  1262,  and 
1274),  the  Automobile  Information  Dis¬ 
closure  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1231  et  seq.),  the 
odometer  requirements  section  of  the 
Motor  Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Sav¬ 
ings  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1981  et  seq.) ,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cigarette  Labeling  and  Advertising 
Act  as  amended  by  the  Public  Health 
Cigarette  Smoking  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1331  et 
seq.),  the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging 
Act  of  1970  (15  U.S.C.  1471  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Caustic  Poison  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
401  note),  sections  112,  619  and  620  of 
the  Consumer  Credit  Protection  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1611,  1681q  and  1681r>,  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939  (15  U.S.C. 
68  et  seq.),  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  69  et  seq.) ,  the  Textile  Fi¬ 
ber  Products  Identification  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
70  et  seq.),  and  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  (Public  Law  92-573) ,  and  any 
statute  the  functions  of  which  are  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  by  virtue  of  section  30  of 
that  Act,  except  as  the  Commission  may 


36119 

direct  its  attorneys  to  handle  litigation 
arising  under  section  12  of  the  Act.  This 
delegation  includes  the  authority  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  concur,  in  specific 
proceedings,  that  litigation  other  than 
that  arising  under  section  12  of  the  Act 
may  be  handled  directly  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  section  27(b)(7). 

§0.42  [Reserved] 

§  0.43  Designation  of  attorneys  to  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  to  grand  juries. 

The  Assistant  Attorney  General  in 
charge  of  the  Antitrust  Division  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  designate  attorneys  to  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  to  grand  Juries  in  all  cases 
assigned  to,  conducted,  handled,  or  super¬ 
vised  by  the  Assistant  Attorney  General 
in  charge  of  the  Antitrust  Division. 

Dated:  August  8,  1975. 

Edward  H.  Levi, 
Attorney  General. 
[PR  Doc.76-21716  Filed  8-16-75;8:45  am] 


Title  39 — Postal  Service 
CHAPTER  I — U.S.  POSTAL  SERVICE 

PART  224 — GROUPS  AND 
DEPARTMENTS 

Correction  of  Statement  of  Judicial 
Officer's  Authority 

This  document  amends  and  corrects 
S  224.1(c)  (5)  (ii)  (C)  to  provide,  consist¬ 
ent  with  S  952.24(b),  that  the  Judicial 
Officer  has  authority  to  issue  a  final — as 
well  as  a  tentative — decision.  This 
change  is  effective  immediately. 

Accordingly,  S  224.1  of  title  39,  CFR,  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (c)  (5) 
(ii)(C)  thereof  to  read  as  follows: 

§  224.1  Administration  Croup. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(5)  •  •  • 

(ii)  •  •  • 

(C)  Preside  at  the  reception  of  evidence 
in  proceedings  where  expedited  hearings 
are  requested  by  either  party  or  are  pro¬ 
vided  in  rules  of  practice,  and  issue  a 
tentative  or  a  final  decision  in  such 
cases; 

(39  U.8.C.  204,  401) 

Roger  P.  Craig, 
Deputy  General  Counsel. 
[FR  Doc.76-21697  Piled  8-16-76:8:46  am] 


Title  46— Shipping 

CHAPTER  II— MARITIME  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — REGULATIONS  AFFECTING 
SUBSIDIZED  VESSELS  AND  OPERATORS 

PART  294 — OPERATING-DIFFERENTIAL 

SUBSIDY  FOR  BULK  CARGO  VESSELS 
ENGAGED  IN  CARRYING  BULK  RAW 
AND  .  PROCESSED  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES  FROM  THE  UNITED 
STATES  TO  THE  UNION  OF  SOVIET  SO¬ 
CIALIST  REPUBLICS 

Idleness  or  Delay 

Part  294  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  which  prescribes  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  payment  of  operat¬ 
ing-differential  subsidy  to  operators  of 
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bulk  cargo  vessels  engaged  In  carrying 
bulk  agricultural  commodities  from  the 
United  States  to  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics,  is  hereby  amended. 

This  amendment  provides  for  a  change 
in  the  definition  of  the  term  “idleness 
and  delay”  and  for  the  subsidized  oper¬ 
ator  to  immediately  report  any  periods 
of  such  idleness  and  delay  encountered 
during  a  subsidized  voyage. 

Since  this  amendment  affects  the  op¬ 
erators  of  subsidized  vessels  and  hence 
relates  to  public  grants,  this  amendment 
is  adopted  without  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  (5  U.S.C.  553(a)(2)). 

Part  294  of  Title  46  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  in  the 
following  manner: 

1.  By  deleting  section  294.3(c)  (5)  in 
its  entirety  and  inserting  a  new  section 
294.3  (c)  (5)  to  read  as  follows : 

§  294.3  Definitions. 

(c)  •  •  • 

(5)  Idleness  or  delay.  A  period  of  idle¬ 
ness  or  delay  is  any  period  of  time  during 
a  subsidized  voyage  when  a  vessel  is 
either  idled  or  delayed  or  anticipated  to 
be  idled  or  delayed  from  proceeding  with 
its  operations  for  two  or  more  days.  Ex¬ 
amples  of  delays  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  delays  in  proceeding  to  load¬ 
ing  or  discharge  berth,  or  delays  incurred 
at  berth  prior  to,  during,  or  after  loading 
or  discharge  operations. 

2.  By  adding  a  new  paragraph  (3)  to 
section  294.11  to  read  as  follows: 

§  294.11  Preliminary  voyage  reporting 
requirements. 

0  0  0  00 

(3)  Periods  of  idleness  or  delay.  The 
operator  shall  immediately  notify  the 
Board,  by  telegram  or  other  appropriate 
means,  of  any  period  or  anticipated 
period  of  idleness  or  delay  sustained  on  a 
subsidized  voyage.  Such  notice  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  following  items  where  appli¬ 
cable:  Name  or  port  where  delayed,  ar¬ 
rival  date,  estimated  date  vessel  goes  on 
loading  berth,  date  vessel  expected  to  go 
on  demurrage,  estimated  completion  date 
of  loading  and/or  discharge,  detailed 
reasons  for  delay,  and  steps  being  taken 
to  resolve  the  delay.  The  operator  shall 
inform  the  Board  of  any  change  in  the 
circumstances  from  those  reported  in  the 
initial  telegram  or  subsequent  telegrams. 
The  Board  shall  determine  whether  such 
idleness  or  delay  could  have  been  avoided 
through  efficient  and  economical  opera¬ 
tion  and  whether  subsidy  shall  be  pay¬ 
able,  in  whole  or  in  part,  for  such  period. 
If  the  delay  was  not  caused  by  ineffi¬ 
cient  operation,  but  it  results  in  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  operating  costs,  the  Board  shall 
determine  the  fair  and  reasonable 
amount  of  subsidy,  if  any,  applicable  to 
such  period,  taking  into  consideration 
the  costs  involved.  Failure  to  report 
promptly  any  delay  period  may  result  in 
termination  of  subsidy  for  that  portion 
of  the  voyage. 

3.  By  amending  section  294.12(b)  (13) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  292.12  Final  voyage  reporting  re¬ 
quirements. 

<b)  •  •  * 

(13)  Delays.  The  report  must  contain 
a  detailed  explanation  of  (i)  any  period 


of  idleness  or  delay  or  (ii)  any  excessive 
delay  at  sea. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  August  19, 1975. 

(Section  204(b)  of  the  Merchant  Marine 
Act,  1936,  as  amended  (49Stat.  1987,  46  UJS.C. 
1114)  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  91-469  (84  Stat. 
1036);  Reorganization  Plan  No.  21  of  I960 
(64  Stat.  1273),  Reorganization  Plan  No.  7 
of  1961  (76  Stat.  842);  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Organization  Order  10-8  (38  FR  19707, 
July  23,  1973) ) 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Subsidy 
Board. 

Dated:  August  13, 1975. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.75-21827  Plied  8-18-76;8:46  am] 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 

SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Seedskadee  National  Refuge,  Wyoming 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  19,  1975. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations ;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
area. 

Wyoming 

SEEDSKADEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  cottontail  rabbits  on 
the  Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wyoming  is  permitted  from  September  1, 
1975  to  December  31,  1975,  inclusive.  All 
of  the  refuge  area,  comprising  14,284 
acres,  and  so  designated  by  signs,  is  open 
to  hunting.  Maps  of  the  area  are  availa¬ 
ble  at  the  refuge  office,  Room  118,  Court¬ 
house,  Green  River,  Wyoming,  and  from 
the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  2215  Federal  Building,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84138.  Hunting  shall  be 
In  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  governing  the  hunting  of 
cottontail  rabbits. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1975. 

Merle  O.  Bennett, 
Refuge  Manager,  Seedskadee 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Green  River,  Wyoming. 

August  8, 1975. 

{PR  Doc.75-21703  Piled  8-1 8-75; 8: 45  am] 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wyoming 

Die  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  19,  1975. 


§  32.22  Special  regulations ;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Wyoming 

SEEDSKADEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  sage  grouse  on  the 
Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is 
permitted  from  August  30,  1975  to  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1975,  Inclusive.  All  of  the  ref¬ 
uge  area,  comprising  14,284  acres,  and 
so  designated  by  signs,  is  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  Maps  of  the  area  are  available  at  the 
refuge  office,  Room  118,  Courthouse, 
Green  River,  Wyoming  and  from  the 
Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  2215  Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84138.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  governing  the  hunting  of 
sage  grouse. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  7, 
1975. 

Merle  O.  Bennett, 
Refuge  Manager,  Seedskadee  . 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Green  River,  Wyoming. 

August  8,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-21704  Piled  8-18  75; 8: 45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wyoming 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  August  19,  1975. 

§  32.12  Special  Regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Wyoming 

SEEDSKADEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  doves  on 
the  Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Wyoming  is  permitted  from  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1975  to  September  30,  1975, 
Inclusive.  All  of  the  refuge  area,  com¬ 
prising  14,284  acres,  and  so  designated  by 
signs,  is  open  to  hunting.  Maps  of  the 
area  are  available  at  the  refuge  office, 
Room  118,  Courthouse,  Green  River, 
Wyoming,  and  from  the  Area  Manager, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  2215  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84138. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  governing 
the  hunting  of  mourning  doves. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1975. 

Merle  O.  Bennett, 
Refuge  Manager,  Seedskadee 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Green  River,  Wyoming. 

August  8, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.78-21705  Filed  8-18-75; 8: 45  Am] 
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PART  20— MIGRATORY  BIRD  HUNTING 

Open  Seasons,  Bag  Limits,  and  Possession 
of  Certain  Migratory  Game  Birds 

The  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  of 
July  3,  1918  (40  Stat.  755;  16  U.S.C.  703 
et  seq  ),  as  amended,  authorizes  and  di¬ 
rects  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  hav¬ 
ing  due  regard  for  the  zones  of  tempera¬ 
ture  and  for  the  distribution,  abundance, 
economic  value  breeding  habits,  and 
times  and  lines  of  flight  of  migratory 
game  birds,  to  determine  when,  to  what 
extent,  and  by  what  means  such  birds  or 
any  part,  nest,  or  egg  thereof  may  be 
taken,  captured,  killed,  possessed,  sold, 
purchased,  shipped,  carried,  or  trans¬ 
ported. 

On  page  17263  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  April  18,  1975  (40  FR  17263) 
there  was  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  to  amend  Part  20  of  Title 
50  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
These  amendments  would  specify  open 
season  dates,  certain  closed  seasons, 
shooting  hours,  and  daily  bag  and  pos¬ 
session  limits  for  doves,  pigeons,  ducks, 
coots,  gallinules,  and  common  (Wilson’s) 
snipe  in  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  Zenalda 
doves  and  scaly-naped  pigeons  in  the 
Virgin  Islands.  Included  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  were  proposed 
frameworks  for  selecting  open  season 
dates  for  hunting  migratory  game  birds 
in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  for 
the  1975-76  season.  Interested  persons 
were  given  until  May  18,  1975,  to  submit 
written  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  regarding  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments. 

On  page  20090  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  8,  1975  (40  FR  20090)  there  was 
published  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  to  amend  Part  20  of  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  These 
amendments  would  specify  open  seasons, 
shooting  hours,  and  bag  and  possession 
limits  for  doves,  pigeons,  rails,  gallinules, 
woodcock,  common  (Wilson’s)  snipe, 
coots,  cranes,  swans  and  waterfowl; 
coots,  cranes,  common  (Wilson’s)  snipe 
and  waterfowl  in  Alaska;  and  certain  sea 
ducks  in  coastal  waters  of  certain  eastern 
States.  Included  in  that  proposed  rule 
making  were  Proposed  1975-76  Migratory 
Game  Bird  Hunting  Regulations  (Part) 
which  consisted  of  general  frameworks 
and  guidelines  which  ordinarily  do  not 
depend  on  the  results  of  spring  and 
summer  surveys.  A  30-day  public  com¬ 
ment  period  was  allowed,  ending  June  7, 
1975,  and  was  extended  to  June  25,  1975, 
through  publication  in  the  June  9,  1975, 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  24527) . 

The  Annual  Regulations  Conference 
for  Migratory  Shore  and  Upland  Game 
Birds  convened  on  June  24,  1975,  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with 
the  notice  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  June  6, 1975  (40  FR  24368) .  This 
meeting  was  open  to  the  public  and 
statements  by  interested  persons  were 
invited. 

The  Final  Environmental  Statement 
for  the  Issuance  of  Annual  Regulations 


Permitting  the  Sport  Hunting  of  Mi¬ 
gratory  Birds  (FES  75-54)  was  filed  with 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
on  June  6,  1975,  and  notice  of  availabil¬ 
ity  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  June  13,  1975  (40  FR  25241). 

After  analysis  of  the  migratory  game 
bird  survey  data  obtained  through  in¬ 
vestigations  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  by  State  game 
departments,  and  by  other  sources,  the 
Service  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  2,  1975,  Proposed  Regula¬ 
tions  Frameworks  for  the  1975-76  Hunt¬ 
ing  Seasons  on  Certain  Migratory  Game 
Birds  and  Proposed  Amendments  to 
§  20.105(d) ,  Canada  geese  in  the  Horicon 
Zone,  Subpart  K,  Title  50  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  (40  FR  27943)  with  a 
15-day  public  comment  period  allowed, 
ending  July  17,  1975.  The  proposed 
frameworks  contained  more  specific  in¬ 
formation  than  the  earlier  regulatory 
proposals  (40  FR  20090;  May  8,  1975) 
concerning  outside  season  dates  within 
which  hunting  seasons  could  be  selected, 
season  length,  shooting  hours,  and  bag 
and  possession  limits,  and  areas  to  be 
hunted. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  proposed  rule 
making  and  proposed  frameworks  for 
the  1975-76  hunting  season  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  (40  FR  17263; 
April  18,  1975),  the  Service  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  18,  1975 
(40  FR  30268)  Final  Frameworks  for 
Selecting  Open  Season  Dates  for  Hunt¬ 
ing  Migratory  Game  Birds  in  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  for  the  1975- 
76  Season.  Copies  of  the  final  frame¬ 
works  were  also  sent  to  officials  in  Puer¬ 
to  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  who  were 
invited  to  submit  recommendations  for 
hunting  seasons  which  complied  with 
the  shooting  hours,  daily  bag  and  pos¬ 
session  limits,  and  season  lengths  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  frameworks  of  opening  and 
closing  dates. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  proposed  rule 
making  to  amend  Part  20  of  Title  50 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and  the 
Proposed  1975-76  Migratory  Game  Bird 
Hunting  Regulations  (Part)  (40  FR 
20090;  May  8,  1975);  on  the  Proposed 
Regulations  Frameworks  for  1975-76 
Hunting  Seasons  on  Certain  Migratory 
Game  Birds  and  on  the  Proposed 
Amendments  to  8  20.105(d),  Subpart  K, 
Title  50  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (40 
FR  27943;  July  2,  1975),  the  Service 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  6,  1975  (40  FR  33016)  final  rule 
making  on  the  above-mentioned  propo¬ 
sals.  Copies  of  the  final  frameworks  were 
also  sent  to  the  officials  of  the  State 
game  departments  who  were  invited  to 
submit  recommendations  for  hunting 
seasons  which  complied  with  the  shooting 
hours,  daily  bag  and  possession  limits, 
and  season  lengths  specified  in  the 
frameworks. 

The  taking  of  the  designated  species 
of  migratory  birds  is  presently  prohib¬ 
ited.  The  amendments  will  permit  tak¬ 
ing  of  the  designated  species  within 
specified  periods  of  time  beginning  as 


early  as  September  1,  as  has  been  the 
case  in  past  years,  and  benefit  the  pub¬ 
lic  by  relieving  existing  restrictions. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  is  of 
the  view  that,  although  the  rule  making 
process  for  migratory  bird  hunting  must, 
by  its  nature,  operate  under  severe  time 
constraints,  every  attempt  should  be 
made  to  give  the  public  the  greatest 
possible  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
regulations;  thus,  when  the  above- 
mentioned  proposed  rule-making  was 
published,  the  Service  established  what 
it  believed  were  the  longest  periods  pos¬ 
sible  for  public  comment.  In  doing  this, 
the  Service  recognized  that  at  the  pe¬ 
riod’s  close,  time  would  be  of  the  es¬ 
sence.  That  is,  if  there  were  a  delay  in 
the  effective  date  of  these  regulations 
after  this  final  rule  making,  the  Serv¬ 
ice  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  printing 
and  distribution  of  Federal  and  State 
regulatory  announcements  would  be  de¬ 
layed  to  the  extent  that  hunters  would 
not  have  these  regulatory  announce¬ 
ments  in  time  for  the  beginning  of  the 
hunting  seasons.  The  Service  therefore 
finds  “good  cause”  exists,  within  the 
terms  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d)(3)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act;  and  these 
regulations  will,  therefore,  take  effect 
immediately  upon  publication. 

Accordingly,  each  State  game  depart¬ 
ment  having  had  an  opportunity  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  selecting  the  hunting  seasons 
desired  for  its  State  on  those  species  of 
migratory  birds  for  which  open  seasons 
are  now  to  be  prescribed,  and  consider¬ 
ation  having  been  given  to  all  other  rel¬ 
evant  matters  presented,  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  following  sections  of 
Title  50,  Chanter  I,  Subchapter  B,  Part 
20,  Subpart  K,  are  revised  as  follows: 

Section  20.101  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  20.101  Seasons,  limits  and  shooting 
hours  for  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands. 

Subject  to  the  applicable  provisions  of 
of  the  preceding  sections  of  this  part,  the 
open  seasons  (dates  inclusive) ,  the  shoot¬ 
ing  hours,  and  the  daily  bag  and  posses¬ 
sion  limits  on  the  species  designated  in 
this  section  are  prescribed  as  follows: 

(a)  Puerto  Rico 


Doves  •  Pigeons 


Dally  bag  10  singly  or  in  the  5  singly  or  in  the 

limit.  aggregate  of  all  aggregate  of  all 

permitted  species.  permitted 
species. 

Possession  10  singly  or  in  the  A  singly  or  In  the 

limit.  aggregate  of  all  aggregate  of  all 

permitted  species.  permitted 
species. 


Open  season  dates:  August  21  to  October 
19,  1976. 

Shooting  hours:  One-half  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  daily. 

Restrictions :  Only  the  following  species  of 
doves  and  pigeons  may  be  hunted  during  the 
open  season:  Zenalda  dove  ( Tortola  cardo- 
santera );  White-winged  dove  ( Tortola  ali- 
blanca  o  cubantta)',  Mourning  dove  ( Tortola 
rdbilarga  o  rabiche) ;  Scaly-naped  pigeon 
(Paloma  turca  o  torcaz );  White-crowned 
pigeon  (Paloma  cabeciblanca) .  No  open  sea¬ 
son  Is  prescribed  for  pigeons  on  Mona  Island. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  161— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  19,  1975 


HG122 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


No  open  season  Is  prescribed  for  doves  and 
pigeons  on  Culebra  Island  and  in  those  areas 
of  the  Municipalities  of  Rio  Grande  and  Loiza 
delineated  as  follows:  (1)  all  lands  lying 
east  of  Route  186  (from  the  town  of  El  Verde 
in  the  north  to  the  southernmost  extent  of 
Route  186)  .to  the  boundary  of  the  Luqulllo 
Experimental  Forest;  (2)  all  lands  between 
Route  186  and  Route  956  extending  from  an 
east-west  line  through  the  town  of  El  Verde, 
south:  (3)  all  lands  lying  west  of  Route  186 
for  one  (1)  kilometer  from  the  Juncture  of 
Routes  186  and  956  south  to  the  southern¬ 
most  point  on  Route  186;  and  (4)  all  lands 
within  the  Caribbean  National  Forest  prop¬ 
erty  line  whether  private  or  public  lands; 
nor  is  there  an  open  season  prescribed  for 
doves  and  pigeons  of  any  species  in  the  Mu¬ 
nicipality  of  Cldra,  Puerto  Rico,  said  Munici¬ 
pality  being  composed  of  the  following 
Wards:  Bayamon,  Arenas,  Monte  Llano,  Sud, 
Beatrix,  Celba,  Rio  Abajo,  Rincon,  Tolta, 
Honduras,  Rabanel,  and  Salto.  Check  Com¬ 
monwealth  regulations  for  additional  re¬ 
strictions. 


(b)  Puerto  Rico 


Duoks 

Coots 

Common 

gallic  ules 

Common 

snipe 

(Wilson’s) 

Daily  bag 
limits . . . 

4 

6 

6 

6 

Possession 
limits.. _ 

8 

12 

12 

12 

Open  season  dates:  December  6,  1976,  to 
January  29,  1976. 

Shooting  hours:  One-half  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  until  sunset  daily. 

Restrictions:  No  open  season  for  water- 
fowl  on  Culebra  Island.  The  season  is  closed 
for  ruddy  ducks  and  purple  gallinulee.  The 
season  on  Bahama  pintail  is  closed  by  Com¬ 
monwealth  law.  Check  Commonwealth  reg¬ 
ulations  for  additional  restrictions. 

Note:  Local  names  for  game  birds:  Ruddy 
duck  (Oxyura  jamaicensis) — Pato  rojo  (pro¬ 
tected);  Purple  gallinule  ( Prophyrula  mar- 
tinica) — Gallareta  azui  (protected). 


(c)  Virgin  Islands 


Zenaida  doves 

Scaly-naped 

(entire  \  irgin 

pigeons 
(St.  Thomas 
Island  only) 

islands) 

Dally  bag  limits _ 

10 

5 

Possession  limits... 

10 

5 

Open  season  dates:  August  1  to  September 
29,  1976. 

Shooting  hours:  One-half  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  until  sunset  dally. 

Restrictions:  No  open  season  is  prescribed 
for  waterfowl,  ground  or  quail  doves,  or 
pigeons  (except  scaly-naped  pigeons  on  St. 
Thomas  Island)  in  the  Virgin  Islands.  Check 
Territorial  regulations  for  additional  restric¬ 
tions. 

Note:  Local  names  for  game  birds:  Zen- 
alda  dove  ( Zenaida  aurita) — mountain  dove; 
Bridled  quail  dove  (Geotrygon  mystacea )  — 
Perdlz,  Barbary  dove  (protected);  Ground 
dove  ( Columbtna  passerine )  — stone  dove,  to¬ 
bacco  dove,  rola,  tortollta  (protected);  Scaly- 
naped  pigeon  ( Columba  squamosa) — red¬ 
necked  pigeon,  scaly  pigeon. 

Section  20.102  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  20.102  Seasons,  limits,  and  shooting  open  seasons  (dates  Inclusive) ,  the 
hours  for  Alaska.  shooting  hours,  and  the  daily  bag  and 

Subject  to  the  applicable  provisions  of  Possession  limits  on  the  species  desig- 
the  preceding  sections  of  this  part,  the  nated  in  this  section  are  prescribed  as 
areas  open  to  hunting,  the  respective  follows: 

Check  Slate  regulations  for  additional  restrictions 


Lesser 

Common  sandhill 

Ducks  Coots  Brant  Uonso  (Wilson’s)  (little 

snipe  brown) 

cranes 


Dally  bag  limit _ _ _ .  1 6  IS  4*6  S  2 

Possession  limit _ _ _  >18  15  8  *  12  16  4 

Shooting  hours:  H  hr  before  sunrise  or  sunset 
daily. 

Season  dates  in: 

Pribilof  and  Aleutian  Islands  east  of  Uni-  Oct.  11-Jan.  25 . . . .  Sept.  1-  Sept.  1- 

mak  Pass  except  Unimak  Island.  Nov.  4.  Oct.  15. 

Kodiak  (State  game  management  unit  8) _ Sept. 6-Oct.  12  and  Nov.  8-Jan.  16......  Sept.  1-  Sept.  1- 

Nov.  4.  Oct.  15. 

Aleutian  Islands  west  of  Unimak  Pass . Oct. 11 — Jan.  25  (season  dosed  on  Can-  Sept.  1-  Sept.  1- 

ada  geese).  Nov.  4.  Oot.  16. 

Remainder  of  Alaska  and  Unimak  Islands..  Sept.  1-Dec.  16 _ . _ ....  Sept.  1-  Sept.  1- 

Nov.  4.  Oot.  15. 


1  In  addition  to  the  basic  daily  bag  and  possession  limits,  a  dally  bag  limit  of  15  and  a  possession  limit  of  30  is 
permitted  singly  or  in  the  aggregate  of  the  following  species:  scoter,  eider,  oldsquaw,  harlequin,  and  American  and 
red-breasted  mergansers. 

>  The  daily  bag  and  possession  limits  may  not  include  more  than  4  daily  and  8  in  possession  of  white-fronted  and 
Canada  geese,  singly  or  in  the  aggregate.  In  addition  to  the  daily  bag  and  possession  limits  on  other  geese,  the  daily 
bag  limit  is  6  and  the  possession  limit,  is  12  on  emperor  geese. 


Section  20.103  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  20.1  OS  Seasons,  limits,  and  shooting 
hours  for  mourning  and  white¬ 
winged  doves  and  wild  pigeons. 

Subject  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  preceding  sections  of  this  part,  the 
areas  open  to  hunting,  the  respective 
open  seasons  (dates  inclusive),  the 
shooting  hours,  and  the  daily  bag  and 
possession  limits  on  the  species  desig¬ 
nated  in  this  section  are  prescribed  as 
follows: 

(a)  Mourning  doves — Eastern  Man¬ 
agement  Unit. 


Daily  bag  limit _ _ _  12 

Possession  limit - - -  24 


Shooting  hours:  12  o’clock  noon  until 
sunset. 

Check  State  Regulations  for  Additional 
Restrictions 

Seasons  In: 

Alabama: 

Northern  zone  ‘ _  Sept.  20-Nov.  5 

and  Dec.  24- 
Jan.  16. 

Southern  zone 1 _ _  Oct.  9-Nov.  27 

and  Dec.  20- 

,  Jan.  8). 

Connecticut  _ _  Closed. 

Delaware _  Sept.  13-Oct.  4. 

Nov.  26-Jan.  1, 
and  Jan.  6- 
Jan.  15. 

Florida  - _ _ _ Oct.  4— Nor.  2. 

Nov.  15-Nov. 
30,  and  Dec. 
20-Jan.  12. 

Georgia _  Sept.  6-Oct.  4 

and  Dec.  6- 
Jan.  16. 

Illinois _ _ _  Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 

Indiana _ -  Closed. 

Kentucky _ _ _ _  Sept.  1-Oct.  31 

and  Dec.  13- 
Dec.  21. 

Louisiana: 

Northern  zone* -  Sept.  6-Sept.  21. 

Oct.  1 1-Nov. 
16,  and  Dec. 
20-Jan.  8. 

*  In  Alabama,  the  Northern  zone  Is  defined 
as  that  area  lying  north  of  UJ9.  Highway  84 


Southern  zone*. 


Maine _ 

Maryland 


Massachusetts _ 

Michigan _ _ _ 

Mississippi: 

Northern  zone  *. 


Southern  zone  *. 


New  Hampshire 

New  Jersey _ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina 


Ohio 


Pennsylvania  .. 
Rhode  Island.. 
South  Carolina 


Tennessee 


Vermont 

Virginia 


West  Virginia 
Wisconsin _ 


Oct.  1 1-Nov.  30 
and,  Dec.  20- 
Jan.  7. 

Closed. 

Sept.  1-Oct.  25 
and  Dec.  20- 
Jan.  3. 

Closed. 

Closed. 

Sept.  6-Sept.  28, 
Nov.  8-Nov.  30, 
and  Dec.  20- 
Jan.  12. 

Sept.  20-Oct.  12, 
Nov.  8-Nov.  30, 
and  Dec.  20- 
Jan.  12. 

Closed. 

Closed. 

Closed. 

Sept.  1-Oct.  11 
and  Dec.  13- 
Jan.  10. 

Sept.  1-Oct.  17 
and  Nov.  14- 
Dec.  6. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 

Sept.  8-Nov.  16. 

Sept.  6-Oct.  4, 
Nov.  24-Nov. 
29,  and  Dec. 
12-Jan. 16. 

Sept.  1-Sept.  30, 
Oct.  1 1-Oct.  26. 
and  Dec.  20- 
Jan.  12. 

Closed.  - 

Sept.  6-Nov.  1 
and  Dec.  22- 
Jan.  3. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 

Closed. 


and  the  Southern  zone  Is  defined  as  that  area 
lying  south  of  08.  Highway  84. 

*In  Louisiana,  the  Northern  zone  is  de¬ 
fined  as  that  area  lying  north  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190  and  the  Southern  zone  Is  defined  as 
that  area  lying  south  of  U.S.  Highway  190. 

•In  Mississippi,  the  Northern  zone  is  de¬ 
fined  as  that  area  lying  north  of  8tate  High¬ 
way  12  to  Kosciusko,  and  north  of  State  - 
Highway  14  from  Kosciusko  to  the  Alabama 
line.  The  Southern  zone  Is  defined  as  that 
area  lying  south  of  State  Highway  12  to 
Kosciusko,  and  south  of  State  Highway  14 
from  Kosciusko  to  the  Alabama  Une. 
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(b)  Mourning  doves — Central  Man¬ 
agement  Unit. 

Dally  bag  limit -  10 

Possession  limit _ - —  20 

Shooting  hours:  One  halt  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  until  sunset  dally  exeept  as  noted  other¬ 
wise. 


Check  State  Regulations  Poe  Additional 
Restrictions 


Seasons  In': 

_  Sept.  1-Oct. 

5 

and  Dec. 
Jan.  8. 

15- 

30. 

Iowa  _ 

_  Sept.  1-Oct. 

30. 

Missouri  _ 

_  Sept.  1-Oct. 

_  Closed. 

30. 

_  Sept.  1-Sept. 

30. 

_  Sept.  1-Sept. 

30 

and  Nov. 
Dec.  26. 

27- 

_  Closed. 

_  Sept.  1-Oct. 

30. 

_  Closed . 

Texas:  * 

Northern  Eone 
(shooting  hours 
from  12  noon  until 
sunset)  _  Sept.  1-Oct.  30. 

Southern  zone: 

Counties  of  Cam¬ 
eron,  Hidalgo, 

Starr,  Zapata, 

Webb,  Maverick, 
and  Willacy 
Shooting  hours: 


12  noon  until 


sunset _ 

%  hour  before 
sunrise  until 

Sept. 

20- Oct.  26. 

sunset - 

Remainder  of 
Southern  zone 
Shooting  hours : 

Jan. 

3-Jan.  18. 

12  noon  until 

sunset _ 

%  hour  before 
sunrise  until 

Sept. 

20-Nov.  2. 

sunset _ 

Jan. 

3-Jan.  18. 

Wyoming - 

Sept. 

1-Sept.  30. 

1  In  New  Mexico,  the  daily  bag  limit  Is  10 

and  the  possession  limit  Is  20  white-winged 
and  mourning  doves,  singly  or  In  the  aggre¬ 
gate  of  these  species. 

■In  Texas,  the  Northern  zone  consists  of 
the  counties  of  Kinney.  Uvalde,  Medina, 
Bexar,  Comal,  Hays,  Travis,  Williamson, 


Milam,  Robertson,  Leon,  Houston,  Cherokee, 


Nacogdoches,  and  Shelby  and  all  counties 
north  and  west  thereof.  The  Southern  zone 


consists  of  all  counties  south  and  east  of 
the  Northern  zone. 


(c)  Mourning  doves — Western  Man¬ 
agement  Unit. 


Dally  bag  limit -  10 

Possession  limit _ c _  20 


Shooting  hours :  One  half  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  until  sunset. 

Check  State  Regulations  For  Additional 
Restrictions 

Seasons  in : 

Arizona _  Sept.  1-Sept.  21 

and  Dec.  7- 
Jan.  4. 

California 1 _  Sept.  1-Sept.  30 

and  Nov.  22- 
Dec.  7. 


1  In  those  counties  of  California  and  Ne¬ 
vada  having  an  open  season  on  whlte-wlnged 
doves,  the  dally  bag  limit  Is  10  and  the  pos¬ 
session  limit  Is  20  mourning  and  whlte- 


Idaho _  Sept.  1-Sept.  14. 

Nevada1 _  Sept.  1-Oct.  20. 

Oregon _  Sept.  1-Sept.  80. 

Utah -  Sept.  1-Sept.  30. 

Washington _  Sept.  1-Sept.  30. 

Notice. — Hawaii — Subject  to  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  preceding  sections  of  this 
part,  mourning  doves  may  be  taken  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  State  regulations. 

(d)  White-winged  doves. 

Shooting  hours : 

All  States  except  Texas — One  half  hour 
before  sunrise  until  sunset. 

Texas  only — 12  o’clock  noon  until  sunset. 

winged  doves,  singly  or  In  the  aggregate  of 
these  species. 


Check  State  regulations  for  additional  restrictions 


Seasons  in — 


Season  dates 


Limits 

Bag  Possession 


Arizona. . . . . .  Sept.  1-21 . . .  10  10 

California: 1 

Counties  of  Imperial,  Riverside,  and  San  Bernardino.  Sept.  1-30,  and  Nov.  22-Dee.  7 _  10  20 

Remainder  of  State . . .  Closed . . . . . 

Nevada: 1 

Counties  of  Clark  and  Nye . Sept.  1-Oct.  20 _  10  20 

Remainder  of  State _ _ Closed. _ _ _ . . 

New  Mexico * _ Sept.  1-30  and  Nov.  27-Dee.  80 _  W  20 

Teias: 

Counties  of  Brewster,  Cameron,  Culberson,  El  Paso,  Sept.  1-2,  Sept.  5-7,  and  Sept.  13-  10  20 

Hidalgo,  Hudspeth,  Jeff  Davis,  Kinney,  Maverick,  14. 

Presidio,  Starr,  Terrell,  Val  Verde,  Webb,  Willaey, 
and  Zapata. 

Remainder  of  8tate_ _ _ _ Closed . . . . . . . 


i  In  California,  Nevada,  and  New  Mexico,  the  daily  bag  limit  Is  10  and  the  possession  limit  is  20  whlte-wlnged  and 
mourning  doves,  singly  or  In  the  aggregate  of  both  species. 

(e)  Band-tailed  pigeons. 

Shooting  hours:  One-half  hour  before  sun-  rise  until  sunset. 

Check  State  regulations  for  additional  restrictions 


Seasons  In- 


Season  dates 


Limits 


Bag  Possession 


Arizona  * _ _ _ _ 

California: 

Counties  of  Butte,  Del  Norte,  Olen,  Humboldt, 
Lassen,  Mendocino,  Modoc,  Plumas,  Shasta, 
Sierra,  Siskiyou,  Tehama,  and  Trinity. 

Remainder  of  State _ _ _ 

Colorado  1 . . . . . 

New  Mexico:1 

Northern  zone  * . . . . . . . 

Southern  zone  * _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Oregon . . . . . . 

Utah* . : . . 

Washington . . . . 


Oct.  11-Nov.  9. 
Oot.  4-19 . 


Dee.  13-28... 
Sept.  6-Oct.  5. 

Sept.  6-25 _ 

Oct.  11-30 _ 

Sept.  1-30 _ 

Sept.  1-30 _ 

Sept.  1-30 _ 


5  10 

6  6 


6  6 

5  10 

0  10 

6  10 

5  5 

«  10 

A  6 


*  Every  hunter  must  have  been  Issued  and  carry  on  his  person  While  bunting  band-tailed  pigeons  a  properly  vali¬ 
dated  special  band-tailed  pigeon  hunting  permit  issued  by  the  game  department  of  each  respective  State  for  the  open 
season  in  that  State.  Such  a  special  band-tailed  pigeon  hunting  permit  will  be  issued  upon  application  to  the  State 
game  department  of  the  State  In  which  hunting  is  to  be  don*.  Permits  issued  by  any  State  will  be  valid  in  that  State 
only.  This  season  shall  be  open  only  tn  the  areas  described,  delineated,  and  designated  as  such  by  the  State*  of  Arizona 
Colorado,  New  Mexico,  ana  Utah  in  their  respective  hunting  regulations. 

1  In  New  Mexico  the  Northern  zone  is  defined  as  that  area  lying  north  and  east  of  a  line  following  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  from  the  Arizona  State  tin*  east  to  Interstate  Highway  25  at  Socorro  and  thence  south  along  Interstate 
Highway  25  to  the  Texas  State  line.  The  southern  zone  is  defined  as  that  area  lytng  sooth  and  west  of  a  line  following 
U.S.  Highway  60  from  the  Arizona  State  line  east  to  Interstate  Highway  25  at  Sooorro  and  thence  south  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25  to  the  Texas  State  Line. 
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Section  20.104  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  20.104  Seasons,  limits,  and  shooting 
hours  for  rails,  woodcock,  and  com¬ 
mon  snipe  (Wilson's). 

Subject  to  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  preceding  sections  of  this  part,  the 


areas  open  to  hunting,  the  respective 
open  seasons  (dates  inclusive),  the 
shooting  hours,  and  the  daily  bag  and 
possession  limits  on  the  species  desig¬ 
nated  in  this  section  are  prescribed  as 
follows: 


Check  State  regulations  for  additional  restrictions 


Rails  (Sora  and 
Virginia) 


Rails  (King  and 
Clapper) 


Woodcock 


Common  snipe 
(Wilson’s) 


Daily  bag  limit _ _ _ _ _ 1  25  (*)  5  8 

Possession  limit..... _ .... _ ............  1 25  (*)  1®  16 

Shooting  hoars _ _ Mi  br  before  sunrise  until  sunsed  daily  on  all  species. 


Seasons  In  the  Atlantio 

Flyway:  _ 

Connecticut . Sept.  1-Nov.  8 . Sept.  1-Nov.  8 . Oct.  18-Dec.  IS . Oct.  18-Deo.  IS. 

Delaware . . . Sept.  1-Nev.  8 . Sept.  1-Nov.  8 _ Oct.  18-Nov.  5  and  Oct.  18-Nov.  6  and 

Nov.  17-Jan.  1.  Nov.  17-fan.  1. 

Florida _ Sept.  1-Nov.  9 _ 8ept.  1-Nov.  9 _ Dec.  20-Feb.  22 _ Nov.  8-Feb.  22. 

Georgia . Sept.  6-Nov.  14 . Sept.  6-Nov.  14 _ Nov.  20-Jan.  23 . Nov.  20-Jan.  23. 

Maine:  * 

8ept.  1-Nov.  8 . Closed . Sept.  24-Nov.  15 _ 8ept.  24-Nov.  15. 


Management  units 
1  and  2. 
Management  units 
3-8. 

Maryland _ 


Sept.  1-Nav.  8 . Closed . Oct.  1-Nov.  15 . Oct.  1-Nov.  15. 


_  Sept.  1-N#v.  8 . Sept.  1-Nov.  8 . Oct.  4-Dec.  6 . Oct.  4-Nov.  28  and 

Dec.  8-Dec.  16. 

Massachusetts.  _ _ Sept.  1-Nov.  • . Cloaed . Oct.  10-Nov.  80.....  Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 

New  Hampshire _ Closed _ Closed _ Sept.  27-Nov.  30 - Sept.  27-Nov.  30. 

New  Jersey*.. . .  Sept.  1-Nov.  8.. _ Sept. 1-Nov. 8 _ Oct.  11-Dec.  6  and  Deferred. 

Dec.  20-27. 


New  York; »  * 
Northern  tone. 
Southern  tone. 
Long  Island  area . 


Sept.  1-Nov.  4 _ Closed . Sept.  20-Nov.  23 - Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 

8ept.  1-Nov.  4......  Closed . Oct.  1-Nov.  23 _ Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 

Closed . Closed . Oct.  1-Nov.  23 . Closed. 


North  Carolina . .  Sept.  1-Nov.  8 _ Sept.  1-Nov.  8 _ Nov.  22-Jan.  24 . Nov.  22-Jaa.  24. 

Pennsylvania _ Sept.  l-Nov.  8 _ Closed _ Oct.  11-Nov.  29 - Oct.  11-Nov.  29. 

Rhode  Island . Sept.  2B-Nev.  30 _ Sept.  22-Nov.  80 _ Oct.  18-Dec.  5  and  Oct.  18-Dee.  5  and 

Dec.  15-30.  Dec.  15-30. 

South  Carolina . Sept.  2-N#v.  18 . 8ept.  2-Nov.  10 . Nov.  27-Jan.  30 . Dec.  13-Jan.  24  and 

Feb.  7-28. 

Vermont _ _ _ 8ept.  2T-Dee.  5 _ Closed _ _ Sept.  27-Nov.  30 _ Sept.  27-Nov.  30. 

Virginia . . . Sept.  18-Nov.  21....  Sept.  13-Nov.  21 _ Oct.  31-Jan.  3 _  Deferred. 

West  Virginia . Oct.  11-Dec.  19 . Closed . Oct.  11-Dec.  13 . Oct.  11-Dec.  13. 

Seasons  In  the  Mississippi 
Flyway. 

Alabama . Nav.  13-Jan.  20 . Nov.  12-Jan.  20 . Nov.  28-Jan.  31 . Dec.  26-Feb.  28. 

Arkansas _ Sept.  1-Nov.  9......  Closed. _ ...  Dec.  1-Feb.  3 - -  Dec.  1-Feb.  3. 

Illinois.. _ _ _ _ _ Sept.  1-Nov.  9 _ Closed _ Oct.  15-Dec.  15 _ Oct.  15-Dec.  15. 

Indiana _ ... _ Sept.  6-Nov.  14 _ Closed . . Sept.  20-Nov.  23....  8ept.  20-Nov.  23. 

Iowa . . . . Sept.  6-Nov.  9 _ Closed... _ Sept.  13-Nov.  16 _ Sept.  20-Nov.  28. 

Kentucky . . Deferred _ _ Closed... . Oct.  10-Dec.  5  and  Oct.  10-Dec.  5  and 

Louisiana . Nov.  1-Jan.  9., 

Michigan:  * 


Zone  2. 


Minnesota. 

Mississippi. 

[issouri.... 


Mis 
Ohio. 

Tennessee... _ 

WUoonsin . . . ... 

Seasons  in  the  Central 
Flyway: 


Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 


Deferred . Closed 


....  Sept.  iS-Nov.  21 

....  Closed . 

....  Sept.  1-Nov. 9-. 

_ Closed . 

....  Closed . 

....  Sept.  1-Nov.  9.. 

....  Closed . 

Wyoming  • . 

_ Closed . 

Nov.  1-Jan.  9 . 

Dec.  13-20. 

...  Deo.  6- Feb.  8 . 

Dec.  18-20. 

Dec.  6-Feb.  8. 

Closed . 

..  Sept.  15-Nov.  13 _ 

Sept.  15-Nov.  14. 

Closed . . 

Bept.  15-Nov.  14..  . 

Closed . 

--  Oct.  20-Nov.  14 

Deferred. 

Closed . 

Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 
Dec.  13-Feb.  15. 

Nov.  1-Jau.  9 _ 

..  Dec.  18- Feb.  1 i . 

..  Sept.  12-Nov.  15 _ 

Sept.  12-Nov.  15. 
Dec.  25-Feb.  27. 

Closed... . 

Closed . 

Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 
Sept.  13-Nov.  16. 

...  Oot.  11-Deo.  14 . 

Closed . 

...  Closed . 

Closed . 

...  Closed . 

Sept.  20-Nov.  28. 
Oct.  25-Dec.  28. 

Sept.  1-Oct.  81. 

Closed . 

...  Closed . 

Deferred. 

Seasons  In  the  Pacific  Flyway; 

No  season  is  prescribed  for  rails  asd  woodcock. 

Snipe  season  to  run  concurrently  with  regular  duck  season.  Consult  waterfowl  regulaUons  to  be  published  later 
for  information  concerning  these  seasons. 


>  The  bag  and  possession  limits  for  sora  and  Virginia  rails  apply  singly  or  In  the  aggregate  of  these  2  species. 

>  In  addition  to  the  limits  on  sora  aad  Virginia  rails,  In  the  States  of  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
and  Rhode  Island  there  Is  a  daily  bag  Umlt  of  10  and  possession  limit  of  20  king  and  clapper  rails,  singly  or  In  the 
aggregate  of  these  2  species,  and  in  the  States  of  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  aad  Vlrgiala,  there  is  a  daily  bag  limit  of  15  and  possession  limit  of  30  king  and  clapper  rails, 
singly  or  in  the  aggregate  of  these  2  species. 

»  For  description  of  tones  or  management  units  within  a  State,  see  the  State’s  regulations. 

*  In  New  Jersey  the  season  for  king  rails  Is  closed  and  the  season  for  woodcock  is  closed  on  Nov.  7  and  re-opens  on 
Nov.  8  at  9  a.m. 

*  In  the  State  of  New  York-shootlng  hours  for  woodcock  are  sunrise  until  sunset  dally. 

*  Seasons  apply  to  Central  Flyway  portion  of  State  only. 


Not*.— Some  States  may  select  rail,  woodcock,  and  snipe  seasons  at  the  time  they  select  their  duok  seasons  in 
August.  Consult  waterfowl  regulations  to  be  published  later  for  Information  concerning  these  seasons. 


Section  20.105  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  20.105  Snsons,  limits,  and  shooting 
hours  for  waterfowl,  coots,  and 
gallinules. 

Subject  to  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  preceding  sections  of  this  part,  the 
areas  open  to  hunting,  the  respective 
open  seasons  (dates  inclusive),  the 
shooting  hours,  and  the  daily  bag  and 
possession  limits  on  the  species  desig¬ 
nated  in  this  section  are  prescribed  as 
follows: 

(a)  Sea  Ducks.  (1)  An  open  season  for 
taking  scoter,  elder,  and  oldsquaw  ducks 
is  prescribed  according  to  the  following 
table  during  the  period  between  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,  and  January  20,  1976,  in  all 
coastal  waters  and  all  waters  of  rivers 
and  streams  seaward  from  the  first  up¬ 
stream  bridge  in  the  States  of  Maine. 
New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Connecticut;  in  those  coastal 
waters  of  the  State  of  New  York  lying 
in  Long  Island  and  Block  Island  Sounds 
and  associated  bays  eastward  from  a 
line  running  between  Miamogue  Point 
in  the  Town  of  Riverhead  to  Red  Cedar 
Point  in  the  Town  of  Southampton,  in¬ 
cluding  any  ocean  waters  of  New  York 
lying  south  of  Long  Island;  in  any  wa¬ 
ters  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  in  any  tidal  waters  of  any  bay 
which  are  separated  by  at  least  one  mile 
of  open  water  from  any  shore,  island, 
and  emergent  vegetation  in  the  States 
of  New  Jersey,  South  Carolina,  and 
Georgia;  and  in  any  waters  of  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean  and/or  in  any  tidal  waters 
of  any  bay  which  are  separated  by  at 
least  800  yards  of  open  water  from  any 
shore,  island,  and  emergent  vegetation 
in  the  States  of  Delaware,  Maryland, 
North  Carolina,  and  Virginia:  Provided, 
That  any  such  areas  have  been  described, 
delineated,  and  designated  as  special 
sea  duck  hunting  areas  under  the  hunt¬ 
ing  regulations  adopted  by  the  respec¬ 
tive  States.  In  all  other  areas  of  these 
States  and  in  all  other  States  in  the 
Atlantic  Flyway,  sea  ducks  may  be  taken 
only  during  the  regular  open  season  for 
ducks. 

(2)  The  daily  bag  limit  Is  7  and  the 
possession  limit  14,  singly  or  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  of  these  species.  During  the  reg¬ 
ular  duck  season  in  the  Atlantic  Flyway, 
States  may  set  In  addition  to  the  limits 
prescribed  for  such  seasons  a  daily  bag 
limit  of  7  and  possession  limit  of  14 
scoter,  eider,  and  oldsquaw  ducks,  singly 
or  in  the  aggregate  of  these  species. 

(3)  Shooting  hours  are  one-half  hour 
before  sunrise  until  sunset  daily. 

Check  State  Regulations  For 
Additional  Restrictions 


Seasons  In: 
Connecticut 
Delaware  .. 

Georgia _ 

Maine  _ 


Maryland _ 

Massachusetts  . 
New  Hampshire 
New  Jersey.™ 

New  York _ 

North  Carolina. 
Rhode  Island.. 
South  Carollna. 
Virginia _ 


Sept.  27-Jan.  10. 
Sept.  20-Jan.  3. 
Deferred. 
Deferred. 

Oct.  3-Jan.  17. 
Sept.  20-Jan.  4. 
Sept.  20-Jan.  4. 
Sept.  19-Jan.  3. 
Sept.  24-Jan.  8. 
Oct.  4-Jan.  17. 
Oct.  1-Jan.  15. 
Oct.  8-Jan.  20. 
Deferred. 
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(4)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
this  Part  20,  the  shooting  of  crippled 
waterfowl  from  a  motorboat  under  power 
will  be  permitted  in  the  States  of  Maine, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  York,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  and  Maryland  in  those  areas 
described,  delineated,  and  designated  in 
their  respective  hunting  regulations  as 
being  open  to  sea  duck  hunting. 

Note:  States  with  deferred  seasons  may 
select  sea  duck  seasons  at  the  time  they 
select  their  waterfowl  seasons  In  August. 
Consult  waterfowl  regulations  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  later  for  information  concerning 
these  later  seasons. 

(b)  Teal.  September  season:  An  open 
season  for  teal  ducks  (blue-winged, 
green-winged  and  cinnamon)  is  pre¬ 
scribed  according  to  the  following  table 
in  those  areas  which  are  described,  de¬ 
lineated,  and  designated  in  the  hunting 
regulations  of  the  following  States: 


Dally  bag  limit - 4 

Possession  limit - 8 

Shooting  hours: 


AU  States  except  Tennessee — Sunrise  to 
sunset.  _ 

Tennessee  only — one  hour  after  sunrise 
until  one  hour  before  sunset  by  State 
regulation. 

Check  State  Regulations  roa  Additional 
Restrictions 


Seasons  in  the  Mississippi  Fly  way: 


Alabama _  Sept.  20-Sept.  28. 

Arkansas _  Sept.  13-Sept.  21. 

Illinois  _  Sept.  13-Sept.  21. 

Indiana 1  _  Sept.  6-Sept.  14. 

Kentucky _  Sept.  6-Sept.  14. 

Louisiana  _  Sept.  20-Sept.  28. 

Mississippi _  Sept.  13-Sept.  21. 

Missouri  _  Sept.  6-Sept.  14. 

Ohio _  Sept.  12-Sept.  20. 

Tennessee _  Sept.  20-Sept.  28. 


Seasons  in  the  Central  Flyway: 


Colorado*  - 

Kansas* _ 

New  Mexico 
Oklahoma  . 
Texas  _ 


Sept.  6-Sept.  14. 
Sept.  13-Sept.  21. 
Sept.  20-Sept.  28. 
Sept.  13-Sept.  21. 
Sept.  20-Sept.  28. 


1  In  Indiana  the  shooting  hours  are  7  a.m. 
to  6  p.m.  E.S.T.  The  Kankakee,  LaSalle, 
Jasper-Pulaskl,  and  Hovey  Lake  State  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Areas,  and  the  refuge  area  on 
the  Pigeon  River  Fish  and  WUdllfe  Area  are 
closed  to  teal  hunting  by  State  regulations. 

'Only  In  Lake  and  Chaffee  Counties  and 
that  portion  of  the  State  lying  east  of  State 
Highway  71,  U.S.  Highway  350,  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  25. 

*  The  entire  State  Is  open  except  the  Marais 
des  Cygnes  Waterfowl  Management  Area  In 
Linn  County  and  the  Neosho  Waterfowl 
Management  Area  In  Neosho  County. 

(c)  Gallinulgs. 


Dally  bag  limit _  15 

Possession  limit _  30 


Shooting  hours:  One-half  hour  before  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset. 


Check  State  Regulations  for  Additional 
Restrictions 


Seasons  in  the  Atlantic  Fly  way: 

Connecticut _  Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 

Delaware _  Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 

Florida1  _  Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 

Georgia _ _  Deferred. 

1  The  galllnule  season  In  Florida  applies  to 
the  Florida  galllnule  only.  No  open  season  on 
purple  gallinules  In  Florida. 


Season  in  the  Atlantic  Flyway — Continued 


Maine _ 1 _ ....... 

Maryland  _ _ _ _ 

Massachusetts _ 

New  Hampshire _ 

New  Jersey _ 

New  York: 

Northern  &  Southern 

Zones _ 

Long  Island  Area _ 

North  Carolina _ 

Pennsylvania _ 

Rhode  Island _ 

South  Carolina _ 

Vermont _ 

Virginia - 

West  Virginia _ 


Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 
Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 
Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 
Closed. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 


Sept.  1-Nov.  4. 
Closed. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 
Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 
Sept.  22-Nov.  30. 
Sept.  2-Nov.  10. 
Sept.  27-Dec.  5. 
Deferred. 

Oct.  11-Dec.  19. 


Seasons  in  the  Mississippi  Fly  way: 


Alabama _ 

Arkansas  _ 

Illinois _ 

Indiana _ 

Iowa _ _ 

Kentucky  . 
Louisiana  _ 

Michigan _ 

Minnesota  . 
Mississippi 
Missouri  __ 

Ohio _ 

Tennessee  _ 
Wisconsin  . 


Nov.  12-Jan.  20. 
Nov.  7-Jan.  16. 
Closed. 

Sept.  6-Nov.  14. 
Closed. 

Deferred. 

Sept.  20- Nov  28. 

Deferred. 

Deferred. 

Nov.  1-Jan.  9. 
Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 
Sept.  1-Nov.  8. 
Deferred. 
Deferred. 


Seasons  in  the  Central  Flyway: 


Colorado* _ 

Kansas _ 

Montana  * _ 

Nebraska  _ 

New  Mexico  * 
North  Dakota 

Oklahoma _ 

South  Dakota 

Texas  _ 

Wyoming  * _ 


Closed. 

Closed. 

Closed. 

Closed. 

Deferred. 

Closed. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 
Closed. 

Sept.  1-Nov.  9. 
Deferred. 


'Seasons  apply  to  Central  Flyway  portion 
of  State  only. 


Seasons  in  the  Pacific  Flyway: 


All  States. 


Deferred. 


Note:  States  with  deferred  seasons  may 
select  galllnule  seasons  at  the  time  they 
select  their  waterfowl  seasons  in  August. 
Consult  waterfowl  regulations  to  be  pub¬ 
lished  later  for  information  concerning  these 
later  seasons. 


(Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  of  July  3,  1918, 
as  amended  (40  Stat.  755;  16  U.S.C.  703- 
711) 

Effective  date:  August  18, 1975. 

Lynn  A.  Greenwalt, 

Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
August  8,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21091  Filed  8-16-75;8:45  am) 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FEDERAL  MOTOR  CARRIER 
SAFETY  REGULATIONS 

[Docket  No.  MC-61;  Notice  No.  75-15) 

PART  393— PARTS  AND  ACCESSORIES 
NECESSARY  FOR  SAFE  OPERATION 

Mobile  Homes  and  Other  Motor  Vehicles 
Operated  In  Driveaway-Towaway  Combi¬ 
nations;  Requirements  for  Lamps  and 
Reflectors 

•  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  provide  an  exemption  from  cer¬ 


tain  lighting  requirements  for  mobile  struc¬ 
ture  trailers  when  operated  in  interstate 
commerce  under  specified  conditions  and 
to  increase  lighting  requirements  for  ve¬ 
hicles  operated  in  driveaway-towaway 
service.  • 

The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Motor 
Carrier  Safety  is  revising  §  393.17  of  the 
Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  393.17)  which  specifies  re¬ 
quirements  for  lamps  and  reflectors  on 
commercial  motor  vehicles  operating  in 
driveaway-towaway  service  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce.  A  driveaway- 
towaway  operation  is  defined  as  any  op¬ 
eration  in  which  the  commodity  being 
transported  is  a  motor  vehicle  drawn  on 
a  highway  on  one  set  or  more  of  its  own 
wheels  (49  CFR  390.9).  This  service  is 
usually  necessary  when  one  or  more 
motor  vehicles  are  being  delivered  to  a 
dealer  or  customer. 

This  rulemaking  proceeding  stems  ini¬ 
tially  from  a  petition  filed  by  the  Mobile 
Homes  Manufacturer’s  Association  and  a 
petition  filed  by  the  Recreational  Ve¬ 
hicle  Division  of  the  Trailer  Coach  Asso¬ 
ciation.  The  petitioners  requested  that 
the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regu¬ 
lations  be  amended  to  require  the  same 
lighting  equipment  for  mobile  structure 
trailers  engaged  in  driveaway-towaway 
operations  as  is  required  for  those  ve¬ 
hicles  under  the  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  (FMVSS)  No.  108, 
Lamps,  Reflective  Devices,  and  Associ¬ 
ated  Equipment,  49  CFR  571.108. 

In  response  to  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  issued  on  October  3,  1974, 
(39  FR  36863,  October  15,  1974)  the  Di¬ 
rector  received  comments  from  13  mobile 
home  manufacturers  and  dealers,  3 
motor  carriers  who  transport  mobile 
homes,  2  mobile  home  associations  and 
2  Government  agencies. 

In  general,  all  respondents  agreed  with 
the  intent  of  the  proposed  regulation. 

The  California  Highway  Patrol  stated 
that  the  proposed  changes  to  §  393.17(c) 
do  not  speak  to  the  subject  of  mounting 
heights.  They  stated  that  this  could  be 
construed  as  permitting  the  devices  to 
be  mounted  at  any  height  and  not  within 
the  upper  and  lower  dimensions  specified 
in  FMVSS  No.  108.  They  suggested  that 
the  final  regulation  require  that  when¬ 
ever  lighting  devices  are  specified,  they 
must  conform  to  the  mounting  height 
specified  in  FMVSS  No.  108.  The  Director 
agrees  that  it  is  desirable  to  specify 
mounting  heights  of  lighting  devices  in 
the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regu¬ 
lations  to  conform  to  those  in  the 
FMVSS  No.  108.  The  final  rule  is 
amended  to  reflect  this  comment  for 
mobile  structure  trailers  built  in  con¬ 
formance  with  FMVSS  No.  108. 

The  Director  emphasizes  that  the 
amendment  reducing  the  number  of 
lighting  devices  on  mobile  structure 
trailers  applies  only  when  the  vehicle  is 
operated  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  a  special  permit  prohibiting  operation 
during  the  times  when  lighted  lamps  are 
required.  The  vehicle  would  be  required 
to  have  all  of  the  lighting  devices  spe¬ 
cified  in  §  393.17(b)  unless  the  mobile 
structure  trailer  was  being  operated 
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under  a  special  permit  and  during  day¬ 
light  hours. 

The  amendment  also  increases  from 
one  to  two,  the  number  of  stop  lamps  and 
tail  lamps  required  on  all  towed  vehicles 
in  driveaway-towaway  service  and  not 
just  mobile  structure  trailers.  This 
amendment  brings  the  requirements  of 
§  393.17  into  conformity  with  the  more 
stringent  standards  of  performance 
specified  in  FMVSS  No.  108. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  393.17  of  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  Regulations,  (Subchapter  B  of 
Chapter  m,  title  49,  CFR)  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  is 
effective  on  October  1,  1975. 

(Section  204  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  304),  section  6  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655),  and  the  delegations  of  authority  by 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation  and  the 
Federal  Highway  Administrator  at  49  CFR 
1.48  and  389.4,  respectively.) 

Issued  on  August  7,  1975. 

Robert  A.  Kate, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety. 

Section  393.17  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  393.17  Lamps  and  reflectors— combi¬ 
nations  in  driveaway-towaway  opera¬ 
tion. 

A  combination  of  motor  vehicles  en¬ 
gaged  in  driveaway-towaway  operation 
must  be  equipped  with  operative  lamps 
and  reflectors  conforming  to  the  rules  in 
this  section. 


(a)  The  towing  vehicle  must  be 
equipped  as  follows: 

(1)  On  the  front,  there  must  be  at 
least  two  headlamps,  an  equal  number 
at  each  side,  two  turn  signals,  one  at  each 
side,  and  two  clearance  lamps,  one  at 
each  side. 

(2)  On  each  side,  there  must  be  at  least 
one  side-marker  lamp,  located  near  the 
front  of  the  vehicle. 

(3)  On  the  rear,  there  must  be  at  least 
two  tail  lamps,  one  at  each  side,  and  two 
stop  lamps,  one  at  each  side. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 

(c)  of  this  section,  the  rearmost  towed 
vehicle  of  the  combination  (including 
the  towed  vehicle  or  a  tow-bar  combina¬ 
tion,  the  towed  vehicle  of  a  single  saddle- 
mount  combination,  and  the  rearmost 
towed  vehicle  of  a  double  or  triple  sad¬ 
dle-mount  combination)  or,  in  the  case 
of  a  vehicle  full-mounted  on  a  saddle- 
mount  vehicle,  either  the  full-mounted 
vehicle  or  the  rearmost  saddle-mounted 
vehicle  must  be  equipped  as  follows : 

(1)  On  each  side,  there  must  be  at 
least  one  side-marker  lamp,  located  near 
the  rear  of  the  vehicle. 

(2)  On  the  rear,  there  must  be  at  least 
two  tail  lamps,  two  stop  lamps,  two  turn 
signals,  two  clearance  lamps,  and  two 
reflectors,  one  of  each  type  at  each  side. 
In  addition,  if  any  vehicle  in  the  com¬ 
bination  is  80  inches  or  more  in  overall 
width,  there  must  be  three  identification 
lamps  on  the  rear. 

(c)  If  the  towed  vehicle  in  a  combina¬ 
tion  is  a  mobile  structure  trailer  as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 


Standard  Definitions,  §  571.3  of  this  title, 
it  must  be  equipped  with  the  following 
lighting  devices  which  meet  the  dimen¬ 
sional  requirements  of  Federal  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108,  §  571.108 
of  this  title: 

(1)  When  the  vehicle  is  operated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  of  a  special  per¬ 
mit  prohibiting  operation  during  the 
times  when  lighted  lamps  are  required 
under  §  392.30,  it  must  have  on  the  rear — 

(1)  Two  stop  lamps,  one  on  each  side 
of  the  vertical  centerline,  at  the  same 
height,  and  as  far  apart  as  practicable: 

(ii)  Two  tail  lamps,  one  on  each  side 
of  the  vertical  centerline,  at  the  same 
height,  and  as  far  apart  as  practicable: 

(iii)  Two  red  reflex  reflectors,  one  on 
each  side  of  the  vertical  centerline,  at 
the  same  height,  and  as  far  apart  as 
practicable;  and 

(iv)  Two  turn  signal  lamps,  one  on 
each  side  of  the  vertical  centerline,  at 
the  same  height,  and  as  far  apart  as 
practicable. 

(2)  At  all  other  times,  the  vehicle  must 
be  equipped  as  specified  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section. 

(<1)  An  intermediate  towed  vehicle  in 
a  combination  consisting  of  more  than 
two  vehicles  (including  the  first  saddle- 
mounted  vehicle  of  a  double  saddle- 
mount  combination  and  the  first  and 
second  saddle-mount  vehicles  of  a  triple 
saddle-mount  combination)  must  have 
one  side-marker  lamp  on  each  side,  lo¬ 
cated  near  the  rear  of  the  vehicle. 

[FR  Doc.75-21722  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  1139  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO-374- A3) 

MILK  IN  THE  LAKE  MEAD  MARKETING 
AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  Agreement  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreement  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Lake  Mead  mar¬ 
keting  area.  The  hearing  was  held, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  (7 
CFR  Part  900),  at  Las  Vegas,  Nevada, 
on  December  10-12,  1974,  pursuant  to 
notices  thereof  issued  on  October  9,  Oc¬ 
tober  22  and  November  15,  1974  (39  FR 
36861,  37991,  40861,  respectively). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Administrator,  on 
May  9,  1975  (40  FR  21034)  filed  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  his  recommended 
decision  containing  notice  of  opportunity 
to  file  written  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings 
of  the  recommended  decision  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein,  subject  to  the  following 
modifications: 

1.  Under  issues  Nos.  3  and  4  a  new 
paragraph  is  added  after  the  11th  para¬ 
graph,  5  new  paragraphs  are  added  after 
the  27th  paragraph,  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  is  added  after  the  33rd,  the  35th, 
the  36th,  the  39th,  and  the  41st  para¬ 
graph. 

2.  Under  issue  No.  6  the  heading  and 
the  entire  discussion  thereunder  are 
revised. 

3.  Under  issue  No.  7  the  first  para¬ 
graph  is  revised. 

The  material  Issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 

1.  Class  I  pricing  after  February  1, 
1975. 

2.  Whether  an  emergency  exists  to 
warrant  the  omission  of  a  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  issue  No.  1. 

3.  Pool  plant  qualification  standards. 

4.  Diversion  limitations  on  producer 
milk. 

5.  Handlers’  obligation  with  respect  to 
milk  received  from  pool  supply  plants. 

6.  Payment  by  handlers  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  on  own  farm  pro¬ 
duction. 

7.  Option  permitting  handlers  to  pay 
producers  directly  rather  than  transmit¬ 


ting  such  funds  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  for  subsequent  distribution. 

This  decision  deals  only  with  issues 
Nos.  3  through  7.  Issues  Nos.  1  and  2 
were  dealt  with  in  a  prior  partial  decision 
on  this  record. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof. 

Issues  Nos.  3  and  4.  Pool  plant  quali¬ 
fication  standards  and  diversion  limita¬ 
tions  on  producer  milk.  Issues  3  and  4 
are  combined  in  this  decision  and  han¬ 
dled  as  a  single  issue.  The  two  issues, 
pool  plant  qualification  standards  and 
diversion  limitations,  are  concerned  with 
the  single  matter  of  determination  of 
the  quantity  of  milk  that  appropriately 
should  be  eligible  for  pooling  under  the 
order. 

No  change  should  be  made  in  the  pool 
plant  qualification  standards  or  in  the 
diversion  limitations  on  the  basis  of  this 
hearing.  The  order  should  be  amended 
to  condition  producer  status  for  any 
dairy  farmer  whose  milk  is  received  at 
a  supply  plant  during  any  month  cf 
March  through  July,  which  plant  is 
pooled  on  the  basis  of  automatic  status 
acquired  through  performance  during 
the  preceding  months  of  August  through 
February,  on  at  least  52  days  of  such 
dairy  farmer’s  milk  production  having 
been  received  at  such  plant  during  the 
preceding  months  of  January  and  Feb¬ 
ruary.  In  addition,  two  cooperatives 
should  be  permitted  to  have  their  allow¬ 
able  diversions  computed  on  the  basis 
of  the  combined  deliveries  of  milk  by 
their  member  producers  if  each  associa¬ 
tion  has  filed  such  a  request  in  writing 
with  the  market  administrator  on  or 
before  the  first  day  of  the  month  the 
agreement  is  effective. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  present  order, 
a  distributing  plant  must  have  route 
disposition  representing  not  less  than 
50  percent  of  its  total  fluid  milk  receipts 
(including  milk  diverted  to  nonpool 
plants)  and  route  disposition  in  the 
marketing  area  representing  not  less 
than  10  percent  of  such  receipts. 

A  supply  plant  must  ship  50  percent 
of  its  receipts  (including  diversions  to 
nonpool  plants)  to  pool  distributing 
plants  during  the  month  to  qualify  for 
pooling  in  such  month.  A  plant  which 
was  pooled  as  a  supply  plant  in  each  of 
the  months  of  August  through  February 
is  provided  automatic  pooling  status  in 
the  subsequent  months  of  March  through 
July  unless  written  request  for  nonpool 
status  for  any  such  month  is  filed  with 
the  market  administrator.  In  the  event 
that  a  plant  is  withdrawn  from  pool 
plant  status,  it  may  not  be  reinstated 


as  a  pool  supply  plant  for  any  subsequent 
month  of  the  March-July  period  unless 
it  again  meets  the  prescribed  50  percent 
shipping  requirement. 

Up  to  30  percent  during  the  months 
of  March  through  July,  and  20  percent 
during  the  months  of  August  through 
February,  of  member  and  nonmember 
producer  milk  received  at  pool  plants 
may  be  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  by 
cooperatives  and  proprietary  handlers, 
respectively. 

Four  producers  who  are  not  members 
of  any  cooperative  ( nonmembers  > ,  who 
supply  approximately  one-third  of  the 
milk  now  pooled  under  the  order,  pro¬ 
posed  and  vigorously  supported  provi¬ 
sions  that  would  limit  the  quantity  of 
milk  associated  with  this  market  as  pro¬ 
ducer  milk.  Two  cooperative  associations 
representing  the  remaining  producers 
supplying  the  market  supported  a  re¬ 
duction  in  the  performance  requirements 
for  pooling  and  an  increase  in  diversion 
privileges.  These  cooperatives.  Lake 
Mead  Cooperative  Association  and  West¬ 
ern  General  Dairies,  at  the  time  of  the 
hearing,  had  24  and  27  member  pro¬ 
ducers,  respectively. 

The  two  cooperatives  are  both  mem¬ 
bers  of  Western  Dairymen  Cooperative, 
Inc.,  a  federation  of  cooperatives  also 
supplying  milk  to  handlers  in  several  ad¬ 
jacent  Federal  order  markets.  Other 
members  of  WDCI  are  Western  Colorado 
Milk  Producers,  Mountain  Empire  Dairy¬ 
men’s  Association,  Black  Hills  Milk 
Producers  Association,  and  Fort  Collins 
Milk  Producers  Association. 

The  nonmember  producers  alleged 
that,  since  the  order  promulgation,  sub¬ 
stantial  quantities  of  unneeded  milk 
have  been  associated  with  the  market  by 
the  two  cooperatives.  They  held  that,  by 
concert  and  combination,  these  coopera¬ 
tives  have  been  “loading,  flooding,  and 
pressure  pooling”  the  Order  139  pool. 
This,  they  suggested,  has  resulted  in  a 
decline  in  the  Class  I  utilization  percent¬ 
age  for  the  market  from  80  percent  in 
August  1973,  when  the  order  first  be¬ 
came  effective,  to  50  percent  Class  I  in 
June  1974. 

To  deter  “excessive  loading”  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  on  the  pool,  such  nonmember 
producers  proposed  (1)  an  upward  re¬ 
vision  of  the  Class  I  utilization  require¬ 
ment  for  pool  distributing  plants,  (2)  an 
increase  in  the  shipping  requirements  for 
pool  supply  plants,  (3)  elimination  of  the 
automatic  pooling  provisions  for  supply 
plants,  and  (4)  a  requirement  for  receipt 
of  26  days  of  production  from  a  producer 
during  each  of  the  months  of  August- 
February  as  a  condition  for  pooling  such 
producers’  receipts  at  a  pool  supply  plant 
during  the  subsequent  months  of  March- 
July. 

The  two  cooperatives,  on  the  other 
hand,  proposed  that  the  supply  plant 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  161 — TUESDAY,  AUGUST  19,  1975 


36128 


PROPOSED  RULES 


pooling  requirements  be  reduced  from  50 
percent  to  35  percent  for  the  months  of 
December  through  February.  They  also 
proposed  that  the  diversion  limits  on 
producer  milk  be  increased  from  30  per¬ 
cent  to  40  percent  during  the  months  of 
March  through  July  and  from  20  per¬ 
cent  to  30  percent  in  all  other  months. 
Additionally,  they  proposed  that  individ¬ 
ual  producer  deliveries  to  pool  plants,  re¬ 
quired  for  diversion  privileges,  be  modi¬ 
fied  from  the  present  20  percent  of  pro¬ 
duction  during  the  month  to  three  de¬ 
liveries  during  each  month  of  August- 
February  and  no  delivery  requirement  in 
other  months  and  that  two  cooperatives 
be  permitted  to  pool  their  diversion  priv¬ 
ileges  as  they  may  agree. 

Prior  to  the  hearing  the  four  nonmem¬ 
bers  had  additionally  submitted  to  the 
Department  proposals  providing  for  (1) 
elimination  of  pool  supply  plant  provi¬ 
sions,  (2)  termination  of  Federal  Order 
No.  139,  (3)  institution  of  individual 
handler  pooling  to  replace  the  present 
marketwide  pooling  under  Order  No.  139 
and  (4)  payment  for  milk  by  the  handler 
directly  to  producers  rather  than  making 
such  payment  through  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator.  These  proposals,  counsel  for 
proponents  pointed  out,  had  been  denied 
for  inclusion  in  the  notice  of  hearing. 
Nevertheless,  proponents  submitted  some 
limited  testimony  at  the  hearing  in  sup¬ 
port  of  such  prior  proposals  to  terminate 
Federal  Order  No.  139,  to  institute  in¬ 
dividual  handler  pooling  under  Order  No. 
139,  and  to  permit  handlers  to  pay  pro¬ 
ducers  directly.  They  offered  no  direct 
testimony  in  support  of  their  proposal  to 
eliminate  pool  supply  plant  provisions. 
However,  in  testifying  on  the  appropriate 
shipping  requirements  for  supply  plants, 
they  indirectly  questioned  the  need  for 
continuing  any  pool  supply  plant  provi¬ 
sions  under  the  Lake  Mead  Order. 

In  their  exceptions  the  four  nonmem¬ 
bers  reiterated  the  objections  they  ex¬ 
pressed  previously  concerning  the  De¬ 
partment’s  denial  regarding  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  their  proposals  in  a  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing.  The  proposals  denied  were  fully  con¬ 
sidered  prior  to  denial  and  the  basis  for 
the  Secretary’s  action  in  denying  their 
proposals  was  set  forth  in  his  replies  to 
them. 

The  four  nonmember  producer  propo¬ 
nents  pointed  out  that  under  the  present 
pooling  provisions  the  marketwide  Class 
I  utilization  theoretically  could  drop  to 
as  little  as  25  percent  during  the  months 
of  August  through  February.  This  is  pos- 
.  sible  because  a  pool  distributing  plant  is 
required  to  dispose  of  only  50  percent  of 
its  receipts  as  Class  I  milk  and  a  pool 
supply  plant  is  required  to  ship  only  50 
percent  of  its  receipts  to  a  distributing 
plant.  Thus,  if  both  pool  distributing  and 
pool  supply  plants  on  the  market  met 
only  the  minimum  pooling  requirements 
and  the  distributing  plants  received  their 
total  supply  from  supply  plants,  the  mar¬ 
ketwide  utilization  would  be  only  25  per¬ 
cent  Class  I. 

Nonmember  proponents  further 
pointed  out  that  during  the  months  of 
March  through  July  there  is  no  limit  to 
the  amount  of  milk  that  may  be  associ¬ 


ated  with  the  pool  through  a  supply  plant 
which  had  qualified  as  a  pool  plant  dur¬ 
ing  each  of  the' immediately  preceding 
months  of  August  through  February. 
Such  plant  may  retain  pool  plant  status 
without  further  performance,  and  there 
are  no  limitations  on  the  volume  of  milk 
which  it  may  then  receive  directly  from 
dairy  farmers  and  qualify  for  pooling. 

The  nonmembers  held  that,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this  deficiency  in  the  pooling 
standards,  a  number  of  producers  en¬ 
tered  the  market  during  March-July 
1974  who  had  not  previously  been  pro¬ 
ducers  under  the  Lake  Mead  order.  The 
two  cooperative  associations,  in  rebuttal, 
contended  that  some,  if  not  all,  of  such 
producers  brought  on  the  market  through 
the  pool  supply  plant  during  the  March- 
July  1974  period  had  furnished  milk  for 
the  Lake  Mead  market  prior  to  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  order.  The  spokesman 
for  the  cooperatives  suggested  that  these 
producers  most  recently  had  been  pooled 
under  the  Great  Basin  order  only  be¬ 
cause  the  pooling  standards  of  the  Lake 
Mead  order  applicable  during  other 
months  had  not  permitted  that  market 
to  carry  all  of  its  “needed”  reserve  supply 
of  milk. 

Such  cooperative  spokesman  further 
indicated  that  special  circumstances  in 
the  marketing  of  their  members’  milk 
led  to  the  establishment  of  a  supply  plant 
at  Minersville,  Utah,  after  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  the  Lake  Mead  order.  The  coop¬ 
eratives  established  this  plant  to  provide 
an  efficient  means  of  moving  pool  milk 
by  transfer  to  nonpool  plants  located  at 
Murray  and  Ogden,  Utah,  and  to  provide 
a  substantially  higher  blend  price  to  af¬ 
fected  producers  than  would  result  if  the 
milk,  in  the  alternative,  was  diverted 
from  pool  distributing  plants  to  such 
Utah  plants.  At  the  same  time,  the  risk 
of  possible  depooling  under  the  Lake 
Mead  order,  which  would  result  if  any  of 
the  diverted  milk  were  classified  as  Class 
I  in  the  receiving  market,  is  avoided. 

The  record  substantiates  that  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  March-July  1974  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  number  of  pro¬ 
ducers  and  a  substantial  increase  in  the 
quantity  of  milk  pooled  under  the  Lake 
Mead  order,  unrelated  to  the  market’s 
fluid  needs,  resulting  in  a  significant  re¬ 
duction  in  the  Class  I  utilization  percent¬ 
age  and  in  the  uniform  price.  Total 
monthly  producer  receipts  during 
March-July  1974  averaged  11,857,000 
pounds,  an  increase  of  34  percent  over 
the  immediately  preceding  5-month 
period.  Class  I  milk  disposition  during 
this  same  period  averaged  6,874,451 
pounds,  a  decrease  of  3.5  percent  from 
the  preceding  5-month  period. 

Some  of  the  increase  in  producer  re¬ 
ceipts  during  the  March-July  1974  pe¬ 
riod  can  reasonably  be  concluded  to 
reflect  a  normal  seasonal  increase  in 
milk  production.  It  is  not  possible  to 
determine  from  the  record  what  portion 
of  the  increase  reflected  the  seasonality 
of  production.  However,  if  the  produc¬ 
tion  pattern  of  the  four  nonmember 
.  producers  is  typical  of  the  market,  the 
seasonal  increase  in  production  for  the 
market  would  account  for  about  14  per¬ 


cent  of  the  increase  in  overall  pool  re¬ 
ceipts  for  the  March-July  period  over 
the  preceding  5 -month  period. 

The  major  portion  of  the  34  percent 
increase  in  producer  receipts  for  the 
months  of  March-July  1974,  however, 
reflected  the  increase  in  receipts  at  the 
pool  supply  plant  operated  by  the  Lake 
Mead  Cooperative  Association.  Average 
monthly  receipts  at  such  plant  during 
March-July  were  3,106,000  pounds,  an 
increase  of  309  percent  over  the  average 
of  the  immediately  preceding  5 -month 
period. 

The  facilities  at  this  plant  located  at 
Minersville,  Utah,  consist  of  three  bulk 
milk  storage  tanks  with*  holding  capac¬ 
ities  of  600,  1850,  and  6300  gallons,  re¬ 
spectively.  A  portion  of  the  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  plant  is  received  through 
a  pipeline  from  an  adjacent  farm.  For 
purposes  of  establishing  receipt  at  a 
pool  plant,  milk  from  other  producers 
in  Che  area  is  picked  up  in  large  over- 
the-road  tankers  and  then  unloaded  at 
such  supply  plant  into  the  three  storage 
tanks.  This  milk  and  other  milk  in  the 
tanks,  is  immediately  pumped  from  such 
tanks  into  the  same  over-the-road 
tankers  for  delivery  to  processing 
plants. 

The  plant  has  no  facilities  for  manu¬ 
facturing.  Consequently,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  all  of  the  milk  physically 
received  there  be  reloaded  for  trans¬ 
port  to  either  pool  distributing  plants 
or  to  nonpool  plants.  During  the 
months  of  March  through  July,  when 
such  plant’s  receipts  increased  by 
more  than  300  percent,  only  minor 
shipments  were  made  to  pool  distrib¬ 
uting  plants.  In  August  through  Oc¬ 
tober  (the  latest  months  for  which 
data  was  presented  on  the  record  of  this 
hearing),  when  the  plant  had  to  meet 
the  50  percent  shipping  requirement,  it 
shipped  almost  precisely  this  percentage 
to  pool  distributing  plants.  In  these 
months  diversions  by  the  Lake  Mead 
Cooperative  from  pool  distributing 
plants  to  nonpool  plants  sharply  in¬ 
creased.  This  suggests  that  little,  if  any, 
of  the  milk  associated  with  the  supply 
plant  was  actually  needed  in  the  market. 

Data  presented  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator  indicate  that  the  number 
of  producers  on  the  Lake  Mead  order 
increased  from  45  in  February  1974  to 
59  in  July  1974.  During  this  same  period, 
14  dairy  farmers  who  were  producers 
under  the  Great  Basin  order  left  that 
market  to  become  producers  under  the 
Lake  Mead  order.  These  producers  were 
added  to  the  Lake  Mead  market  as  fol¬ 
lows:  5  in  March,  1  in  April,  1  in  May, 
6  in  June,  and  1  in  July.  During  August 
1974,  the  month  immediately  following 
the  automatic  pool  qualification  period, 
5  of  the  6  producers  added  to  the  Lake 
Mead  market  in  June  and  the  1  producer 
added  in  July  did  not  hold  producer 
status  under  Order  139. 

A  spokesman  for  the  cooperatives 
stated  that  two  farm  bulk  tank  pickup 
routes  had  been  added  to  the  market 
during  1974,  one  in  March  1974  and  the 
other  in  June  1974.  The  producers  in¬ 
volved  were  members  of  Western  Gen- 
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eral  Dairies  and  their  milk  was  pooled 
under  this  order  by  virtue  of  being  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  Minersville  plant  op¬ 
erated  by  the  Lake  Mead  Cooperative. 

It  must  be  concluded  that  the  Miners¬ 
ville  plant  has  been  used  by  the  coopera¬ 
tives  principally  as  a  means  of  associat¬ 
ing  producer  milk  with  the  Lake  Mead 
market.  While  it  cannot  be  determined 
from  this  record  whether  any  of  this 
milk  supply  was  associated  with  the 
market  prior  to  Federal  regulation,  as 
the  cooperatives  suggest,  nothing  could 
be  done  at  this  time  to  modify  the  past 
impact  on  the  pool.  However,  it  is  clearly 
apparent  that  the  continuing  unre¬ 
stricted  ability  to  add  producers  through 
a  supply  plant  during  its  automatic  pool¬ 
ing  period  could  be  a  disruptive  factor 
in  the  market  which  must  be  deterred. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  order  should 
be  revised  to  exclude  as  a  producer  any 
person  with  respect  to  milk  produced  by 
him  dining  the  months  of  M arch-July 
that  is  received  at  or  diverted  from  a 
supply  plant  with  automatic  pooling 
status  unless  at  least  52  days  of  milk 
production  from  such  dairy  farmer  was 
producer  milk  either  received  at  or  di¬ 
verted  from  such  supply  plant  during  the 
preceding  months  of  January  and  Feb¬ 
ruary.  This  conclusion  may  be  imple¬ 
mented  through  the  adoption  of  a  “dairy 
farmer  for  other  markets”  provision. 
Such  provision  is  added  as  a  new  provi¬ 
sion  within  that  part  of  the  producer 
definition  specifying  the  categories  of 
persons  who  shall  not  be  producers 
under  the  order. 

The  requirement  that  a  dairy  f aimer’s 
milk  have  a  bona  fide  association  with  a 
supply  plant  for  essentially  two  full 
months  immediately  preceding  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  automatic  pooling  for  supply 
plants  establishes  that  the  milk  was  as¬ 
sociated  with  and,  hence,  available  to 
the  market  during  the  months  when  it 
would  most  reasonably  be  needed  for 
fluid  use.  At  the  same  time,  such  provi¬ 
sion  will  deter  any  exploitation  of  the 
automatic  pooling  period  through  the 
Interchange  of  producers  between  dis¬ 
tributing  and  supply  plants.  The  require¬ 
ment  that  a  minimum  of  52  days  of  pro¬ 
duction  during  January  and  February 
be  associated  with  the  pool  supply  plant 
will  provide  reasonable  assurance  of  con¬ 
tinued  producer  status  in  the  event  that 
deliveries  from  the  farm  to  the  plant  are 
affected  by  weather  conditions. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  require  a  prior 
7-month  association  with  a  pool  supply 
plant  (as  nonmember  producers  pro¬ 
posed)  as  a  condition  for  producer  status 
for  a  dairy  farmer  delivering  milk  to 
such  supply  plant  pooled  during  the 
months  of  Mar ch-J uly  on  the  basis 
of  prior  shipments  to  pool  distributing 
plants.  The  2-month  prior  association 
period  adopted  herein  accomplishes  the 
objective  sought.  At  the  same  time  the 
two-month  requirement  provides  flexi¬ 
bility  to  accommodate  the  addition  of 
new  producers  during  the  short  produc¬ 
tion  months  as  marketing  conditions 
change. 

The  intent  of  the  “dairy  farmer  for 
other  markets”  provision  is  to  deter  a 


cooperative  or  plant  operator  from  pool¬ 
ing  in  this  market  during  the  months  of 
March-July  milk  that  is,  in  fact,  part  of 
the  reserve  supply  for  another  market. 
If  milk  from  such  “dairy  farmer  for 
other  markets’’  is  received  at  the  pool 
supply  plant,  it  should  be  treated  in  a 
manner  similar  to  the  receipts  of  fluid 
milk  products  from  any  other  person 
having  non-producer  status.  Under  the 
provisions  adopted  herein,  milk  received 
at  a  pool  supply  plant  during  the  months 
of  March-July  from  a  “dairy  farmer  for 
other  markets”  would  be  designated  as 
other  source  milk  and  allocated  to  the 
extent  possible  to  Class  in  milk. 

Cooperative  associations  excepted  to 
the  requirement  that  at  least  52  days’ 
milk  production  of  a  dairy  farmer  be  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  diverted  from  a  pool  supply 
plant  during  the  months  of  January  and 
February  as  a  condition  for  participating 
in  the  pool.  They  suggested  that  the 
minimum  production  delivery  require¬ 
ment  be  lowered  from  52  days  to  30  days 
and  that  such  production  be  permitted 
to  be  received  at  any  pool  plant  rather 
than  only  at  “such  pool  supply  plant”. 
They  held  that  the  receipt  of  30  days’ 
production  out  of  the  59  (or  60)  days  of 
January  and  February  would  be  an  ap¬ 
propriate  measure  for  determining 
whether  or  not  a  dairy  farmer  should 
be  considered  as  a  producer  during  the 
subsequent  months  of  March-July. 

Adoption  of  cooperatives’  suggested 
modification  of  the  delivery  requirement 
would  permit  cooperatives  to  shift  to  the 
supply  plant  during  the  March-July  pe¬ 
riod  producers  who  previously  delivered 
to  distributing  plants  and  associate  new 
producers  with  the  distributing  plants  to 
replace  the  producers  shifted  to  the  co¬ 
operative’s  supply  plant.  Also,  if  the  de¬ 
livery  requirements  were  reduced  from 
52  to  30  days,  supply  plant  operators 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  associ¬ 
ating  additional  milk  supplies  with  this 
market.  For  these  reasons  it  would  not 
be  appropriate  to  adopt  cooperatives* 
proposal. 

There  may  be  times  during  the  months 
of  January  and  February  when  it  would 
be  more  economical  to  move  the  milk  of 
a  producer  directly  from  the  farm  to  a 
distributing  plant  rather  than  delivering 
the  milk  first  to  the  supply  plant  and 
then  transferring  such  milk  to  the  dis¬ 
tributing  plant.  The  provisions  provided 
herein  permit  the  cooperative  to  deliver 
7  to  8  days’  production  during  the  two 
months  directly  from  the  farm  to  pool 
distributing  plants  or  to  other  order 
plants.  If  it  is  more  economical  for  the 
cooperative  to  receive  the  milk  of  the 
producer  directly  at  pool  distributing 
plants  than  to  receive  his  milk  at  the 
supply  plant  and  transfer  such  milk  to 
the  distributing  plant,  the  cooperative 
has  the  opportunity  of  associating  the 
milk  of  such  producer  with  the  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  and  diverting  within 
specified  limits  the  milk  of  the  producer 
that  is  in  excess  of  such  handler’s  needs 
to  a  nonpool  plant. 

An  exception  was  filed  by  the  four 
nonmembers  to  provisions  requiring  a 
"52  days  association”  rather  than  a  "7- 


month  prior  association”.  Exceptors  held 
that  requiring  a  52  days  prior  associa¬ 
tion  during  a  2-month  period  does  not 
accomplish  the  objective  sought  by  the 
7-month  association.  The  shorter  asso¬ 
ciation,  however,  provides  essentially  the 
same  protection  against  the  “loading”  of 
the  pool  as  the  proposed  longer  asso¬ 
ciation.  More  importantly,  the  shorter 
association  provides  the  needed  flexi¬ 
bility  for  the  supply  plant  operator  who 
needs  additional  milk  for  fluid  needs 
or  who  loses  a  producer  during  the 
months  of  August-December  to  acquire 
additional  milk  supplies  from  dairy 
farmers  during  such  period  and  to  re¬ 
tain  such  dairy  farmers  as  producers 
during  the  months  of  flush  production. 

The  four  nonmembers  excepted  to  al¬ 
lowing  a  dairy  farmer  to  meet  any  por¬ 
tion  of  the  delivery  requirement  of  52 
days’  production  by  diversion.  The  sole 
basis  offered  in  support  of  their  excep¬ 
tion  was  a  single  statement  that  “it  is 
entirely  improper  to  include  such  milk 
diverted  from  the  supply  plant  for  such 
purpose.”  The  net  effect  of  not  per¬ 
mitting  diversion  to  be  considered  as  a 
receipt  at  the  supply  plant  is  that  it 
would  cause  the  affected  dairy  farmer 
or  cooperative  the  added  expense  of  un¬ 
loading  and  reloading  their  milk  at  the 
supply  plant.  There  is  no  reason  for  re¬ 
quiring  such  uneconomic  movement  of 
milk  and,  accordingly,  the  exception  filed 
in  that  regard  is  denied. 

Counsel  for  the  4  nonmember  pro¬ 
ducers  on  January  30,  1975,  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  for  suspension  prior  to  March  1, 
1975,  of  provisions  providing  automatic 
pooling  status  during  the  months  of 
March  through  July  for  any  supply  plant 
which  had  qualified  as  a  pool  plant  dur¬ 
ing  each  of  the  immediately  preceding 
months  of  August  through  February  by 
virtue  of  shipments  to  pool  distributing 
plants  of  not  less  than  50  percent  of  its 
Grade  A  milk  receipts  from  dairy  farm¬ 
ers.  The  action  was  requested  in  order  to 
preclude  a  repeat  of  the  1974  experience, 
i.e.,  the  pooling  through  a  supply  plant 
with  automatic  pooling  status  under  the 
Lake  Mead  order  of  milk  from  dairy 
farmers  having  no  prior  association  with 
such  market. 

Such  requested  suspension  action  dur¬ 
ing  any  part  of  the  March-July  1975 
period  would  not  be  appropriate  since 
it  would  also  preclude  the  pooling  of  the 
milk  of  other  dairy  farmers  with  an 
established  association  with  a  pool  sup¬ 
ply  plant  in  the  Lake  Mead  market 
throughout  the  preceding  months  of  Au¬ 
gust  through  February  when  such  plant 
was  required  to  meet  the  prescribed 
shipping  requirements.  The  intent  of 
the  suspension  action,  however,  is  ac¬ 
complished  for  future  years  by  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  producer  definition,  as  herein 
provided,  to  deny  producer  status  to  any 
dairy  farmer  whose  milk  is  received  at 
a  pool  supply  plant  during  the  months 
of  March-July  unless  at  least  52  days  of 
milk  production  from  such  dairy  farmer 
either  was  received  at  or  was  diverted 
from  such  plant  as  producer  milk  dur¬ 
ing  the  preceding  months  of  January 
and  February. 
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The  four  nonmember  producer  pro¬ 
ponents  of  a  75  percent  shipping  require¬ 
ment  contended  that  such  standard  is 
needed  to  limit  the  amount  of  producer 
milk  that  might  be  associated  with  this 
market.  Adoption  of  such  a  shipping  re¬ 
quirement  might  be  appropriate  if  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  were  unable  to  obtain 
adequate  supplies  of  producer  milk  under 
the  present  50  percent  shipping  require¬ 
ment.  Under  existing  market  conditions, 
however,  the  adoption  of  such  standard 
could  only  result  in  uneconomic  move¬ 
ments  of  milk  on  the  part  of  cooperative 
associations  to  maintain  pooling  status 
for  the  Minersville  supply  plant  which 
has  been  continuously  pooled  since  Au¬ 
gust  1973. 

The  cooperative  association  supported 
a  reduction  in  the  supply  plant  shipping 
requirements  during  the  months  of 
December-February  contending  that  a 
plant  which  met  the  50  percent  shipping 
requirement  for  the  months  of  August- 
November  had  adequately  demonstrated 
that  it  was  an  integral  part  of  the  milk 
supply  for  the  market.  They  urged  a  low¬ 
ering  of  the  shipping  requirements  to 
35  percent  during  the  months  of  De¬ 
cember-February  to  insure  the  maximum 
flexibility  in  day-to-day  operations  and 
to  avoid  the  possibility  of  costly  and  un¬ 
necessary  movements  of  milk  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  pool  plant 
qualifications. 

The  fact  that  five  of  the  six  producers 
added  to  the  market  in  June  and  July 
of  1974  were  not  on  the  market  in  August 
1974  suggests  that  the  cooperatives  were 
unable  to  meet  the  prescribed  perform¬ 
ance  standards  for  pooling  all  of  the  milk 
they  had  associated  during  the  period  of 
automatic  pooling  of  the  supply  plant. 
This,  however,  does  not  provide  a  basis 
for  modifying  the  shipping  requirements 
during  the  months  of  December  through 
February. 

The  record  indicates  no  significant 
difference  in  either  production  or  sales 
for  the  months  of  December-February 
as  compared  with  the  months  of  August- 
November.  Accordingly,  there  is  no  dem¬ 
onstrated  need  for  modifying  the  present 
qualification  standards  for  the  months 
of  December-February. 

An  exception  was  received  on  the 
failure  to  adopt  a  proposal  increasing 
the  shipping  requirements  for  pool  sup¬ 
ply  plants  from  50  to  75  percent.  The 
exception  is  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  set  forth. 

As  a  means  of  further  limiting  the 
amount  of  milk  associated  with  the  Lake 
Mead  market,  the  four  nonmember  pro¬ 
ducers  proposed  that  a  pool  distributing 
plant's  route  disposition  requirement  be 
increased  to  65  percent  of  its  receipts  of 
Grade  A  fluid  milk  products  from  all 
sources  including  producer  milk  diverted 
to  nonpool  plants.  At  the  hearing  pro¬ 
ponents  i  e vised  their  proposal  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  65  percent  factor  to  60  percent. 

The  purpose  of  qualification  standards 
for  pool  distributing  plants  is  to  insure 
that  such  plants  are  associated  with  the 
fluid  market  to  a  degree  justifying  their 
sharing  in  the  equalization  pool.  A  re¬ 
quirement  that  such  a  plant  dispose  of 


not  less  than  50  percent  of  its  Grade  A 
receipts  as  Class  I  milk  establishes  that 
a  plant  is  engaged  primarily  in  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  fluid  milk  products  and  the 
10  percent  in -area  route  disposition  re¬ 
quirement  establishes  its  association  with 
the  local  market.  Accordingly,  such 
standard  should  continue  to  be  used  in 
this  market  to  identify  those  distribut¬ 
ing  plants  eligible  for  pool  plant  status 
under  this  order. 

An  exceptor  objected  to  the  failure  to 
provide  in  the  provisions  recommended 
that  a  pool  distributing  plant  must  have 
route  disposition  amounting  to  not  less 
than  65  percent  of  its  total  receipts  of 
Grade  A  fluid  milk  products.  The  excep¬ 
tion  is  denied  for  the  reasons  previously 
set  forth. 

The  proposal  that  at  least  20  days  of 
production  be  received  during  the  month 
from  a  producer  as  a  condition  for  diver¬ 
sion  privileges  for  milk  received  from 
such  producer  should  not  be  adopted. 
Such  requirement  could  only  increase 
the  present  transportation  costs  incurred 
by  producers  in  marketing  their  milk. 
The  present  provisions  provide  a  handler 
with  flexibility  to  receive  his  immediate 
milk  needs  from  farms  located  nearest 
his  plant  and  to  divert  from  more  dis¬ 
tant  farms  that  milk  in  excess  of  his 
immediate  plant  needs.  In  most  Instances 
the  farms  located  more  distant  from  the 
market  are  more  favorably  located  with 
respect  to  nonpool  manufacturing  plants. 

The  four  nonmembers  excepted  to  the 
failure  of  the  provisions  recommended 
to  provide  that  at  least  20  days  of  pro¬ 
duction  be  received  during  the  month 
from  a  producer  as  a  condition  for  di¬ 
version  privileges  for  milk  received  from 
such  producer.  The  modification  that 
they  suggest  would  not  be  appropriate 
for  reasons  previously  stated. 

The  cooperatives'  request  that  diver¬ 
sion  limitations  during  the  months  of 
August-February  be  changed  from  20 
percdht  of  a  producer's  deliveries  to  pool 
plants  to  three  deliveries  per  month 
would  provide  no  additional  diversion 
privileges  for  a  producer  whose  milk  is 
delivered  on  an  every-other-day  basis. 
The  three  deliveries  (6  days’  production) 
would  approximate  20  percent  of  the 
monthly  production  of  such  producer,  the 
limitation  currently  provided  in  the 
order.  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to  pro¬ 
vide  more  liberal  diversion  privileges  for 
producers  on  every-day  delivery  than  is 
accorded  producers  on  an  every-other- 
day  basis. 

Neither  would  it  be  appropriate  to 
adopt  the  cooperatives’  proposal  to  elim¬ 
inate  any  requirement  for  qualifying 
shipments  during  the  months  of  March- 
July  as  a  condition  for  diverting  milk  to 
nonpool  plants  as  producer  milk.  To  do  so 
would  provide  the  same  opportunity  to 
associate  unneeded  milk  with  the  Lake 
Mead  market  during  March-July  in¬ 
herent  in  the  existing  automatic  supply 
plant  pooling  procedure. 

The  requirement  that  a  producer  ship 
at  least  20  percent  of  his  monthly  pro¬ 
duction  to  pool  plants  as  a  prerequisite 
for  diverting  his  milk  provides  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  the  producer’s  milk 


has  a  bona  fide  association  with  the  fluid 
market  and,  hence,  such  requirement 
should  be  retained. 

Cooperatives  also  excepted  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  no  change  should  be  made 
in  the  diversion  limitations  on  producer 
milk.  They  held  that  because  the  milk  of 
the  4  nonmembers  has  never  been  di¬ 
verted  to  nonpool  plants,  the  four  non¬ 
members  receive  the  uniform  price  for 
all  their  milk  while  the  members  of  the 
cooperative  receive  the  Class  III  price  or 
less  on  quantities  in  excess  of  that  au¬ 
thorized  for  diversion  to  nonpool  plants. 
While  it  may  have  been  necessary  for  the 
cooperatives  to  divert  milk  in  excess  of 
the  quantities  authorized  to  be  diverted 
as  producer  milk  under  the  order,  the 
excess  diversions  unquestionably  were 
due  to  the  increase  in  milk  supplies  that 
occurred  as  a  result  of  producers  being 
added  to  the  market.  There  was  no  evi¬ 
dence  presented  from  which  it  could  be 
concluded  that  the  present  diversion 
provisions  are  inappropriate. 

The  cooperatives  also  proposed  that 
two  or  more  cooperative  associations  be 
permitted  to  have  their  allowable  diver¬ 
sions  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  com¬ 
bined  deliveries  of  milk  by  their  member 
producers  if  each  association  has  filed 
such  a  request  in  writing  with  the  market 
administrator  on  or  before  the  first  day 
of  the  month  the  agreement  is  effective. 
Proponents  proposed  that  such  request 
specify  the  basis  for  assigning  over¬ 
diverted  milk  to  the  producer  members 
of  each  cooperative  according  to  a 
method  approved  by  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator. 

As  has  been  previously  indicated,  Lake 
Mead  Cooperative  Association  and  West¬ 
ern  General  Dairies  are  both  members 
of  Western  Dairymen  Cooperative,  Inc., 
a  federation  of  cooperatives  supplying 
milk  to  handlers  in  several  Federal  order 
markets.  Through  this  federation  the 
cooperatives  have  the  means  of  operating 
a  coordinated  marketing  program  in  the 
interest  of  maximizing  operating  effi¬ 
ciency  and,  hence,  returns  to  their  pro¬ 
ducer  members.  Adoption  of  the  re¬ 
quested  provision  permitting  two  or  more 
cooperatives  to  use  their  individually  al¬ 
lowable  diversion  in  combination,  as  they 
may  mutually  agree,  will  increase  sub¬ 
stantially  marketing  flexibility  of  the  co¬ 
operatives.  Under  usual  situations  mem¬ 
ber  milk  not  needed  at  distributing  plants 
and  most  favorably  located  with  respect 
to  available  manufacturing  facilities  gen¬ 
erally  could  be  diverted  without  regard  to 
individual  cooperative  affiliation.  This 
will  implement  greater  marketing  effi¬ 
ciency  and  will  in  no  way  compromise 
the  integrity  of  regulation. 

An  exception  was  received  to  permit¬ 
ting  two  or  more  cooperatives  to  have 
their  allowable  diversions  computed  on 
the  basis  of  their  combined  deliveries  of 
producer  milk.  The  basis  for  the  excep¬ 
tion  was  that  such  provision  would  create 
an  even  more  “aggravated  pool  loading 
and  pressure  pooling  of  the  Order  No.  139 
pool  with  unneeded  milk”.  Such  provi¬ 
sion,  however,  does  not  permit  coopera¬ 
tives  to  associate  any  more  milk  with 
this  market  by  use  of  such  provision 
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than  by  the  cooperatives  using  their  al¬ 
lowable  diversion  separately. 

Accordingly,  exceptor’s  objection  to 
the  recommended  provision  is  without 
foundation  and  the  exception  is  denied. 

Some  modification  of  the  diversion 
provision  is  desirable,  however,  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  safeguard  against  the  depooling 
of  a  proprietary  handler’s  plant  on  the 
basis  of  diversions  controlled  by  one  or 
more  cooperatives.  When  a  coopera¬ 
tive^)  is  diverting  milk  from  another 
handler’s  plant  the  plant  operator  may 
have  neither  knowledge  of  nor  control 
over  the  quantity  of  milk  that  is  being 
diverted.  It  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
permit  diversion  by  a  cooper ative(s)  to 
be  the  basis  for  the  depooling  of  a  pro¬ 
prietary  handler’s  plant. 

To  do  so  would  place  in  the  hand  of 
the  cooperative (s)  the  means  of  invoking 
economic  sanction  on  a  handler  under 
the  protection  of  the  order.  To  deter  this 
end  it  is  provided  that  any  quantity  of 
milk  reported  by  a  coopera tive(s)  as  a 
diversion  from  a  pool  plant  of  another 
handler  that  would  cause  such  plant  to 
become  a  nonpool  plant  would  not  be 
recognized  as  a  diversion.  Hence,  such 
milk  would  not  come  within  the  orbit 
of  regulation  and  would  not  qualify  as 
producer  milk. 

The  spokesman  for  the  cooperative  as¬ 
sociations,  in  justifying  the  use  of  the 
Minersville  supply  plant  to  transfer  milk 
to  nonpool  plants  in  preference  to  divert¬ 
ing  milk  to  such  nonpool  plants,  pointed 
out  that  under  the  terms  of  the  order 
a  dairy  farmer  whose  milk  was  diverted 
to  another  order  plant  for  Class  n  or 
Class  HI  use  would  lose  producer  status 
during  any  month  in  which  any  portion 
of  such  diverted  milk  was  classified  in 
the  receiving  market  as  Class  I  milk 
or  otherwise  pooled  under  the  other  or¬ 
der.  The  cooperatives  indicated .  that  in 
requesting  a  Class  II  or  Class  III  utiliza¬ 
tion  on  milk  diverted  to  another  order 
plant,  they  have  no  control  over  the 
ultimate  utilization  accorded  such  diver¬ 
sion. 

Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary’s  findings  and  conclusions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  final  decision  issued  on 
June  1,  1973  (38  PR  15008)  with  respect 
to  the  producer  definition  currently  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  Lake  Mead  order.  Such 
findings  and  conclusions  stated  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Producer.  Producer  should  mean  any  per¬ 
son  (except  a  producer-handler)  who  pro¬ 
duces  milk  In  oompliance  with  the  Inspection 
requirements  of  a  duly  constituted  regula¬ 
tory  agency,  whose  milk  Is  received  at  a  pool 
plant,  or  diverted  therefrom  under  certain 
conditions  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  Is  not  a 
producer-handler  plant.  The  producer  defi¬ 
nition  will  aid  In  making  the  necessary  dis¬ 
tinction  between  the  production  of  those 
dairy  fanners  whose  milk  will  be  priced  and 
pooled  each  month  under  the  Lake  Mead 
order  and  the  receipts  at  handlers’  plants 
from  all  other  sources  not  to  be  pooled. 

"Producer”  should  not  Include  a  dairy 
farmer  whose  milk  Is  actually  received  at  a 
pool  plant  as  diverted  milk  from  an  other 
order  plant  when  Class  n  or  Class  III  classifi¬ 
cation  under  this  order  Is  designated  for  such 
milk  and  It  Is  subject  to  the  pricing  and  pool¬ 
ing  provisions  of  another  Federal  order. 


Likewise,  “producer”  should  not  Include  the 
mUk  of  any  dairy  farmer  whose  milk  is  di¬ 
verted  to  an  other  order  plant  when  such 
dairy  farmer  Is  designated  as  a  producer 
with  respect  to  such  milk  under  the  other 
order.  Excluding  such  dairy  farmers  from 
the  producer  definition  will  Insure  inter- 
order  coordination  by  eliminating  the  possi¬ 
bility  that  a  dairy  farmer  will  be  a  producer 
under  two  orders  with  respect  to  the  same 
milk. 

The  Lake  Mead  market  Is  so  situated  that 
such  dairy  farmers  In  California  may  be  In 
a  position  to  deliver  milk  In  excess  of  State 
quotas  to  plants  regulated  under  the  Lake 
Mead  order.  Proponents  suggested  that  the 
producer  definition  exclude  a  dairy  farmer 
who  Is  a  regular  supplier  for  another  market. 
Considering  the  size  of  the  California  market 
In  comparison  with  the  Lake  Mead  market, 
It  Is  essential  that  the  order  provide  safe¬ 
guards  against  the  Influx  of  milk  surplus  to 
California’s  fluid  market  needs  for  temporary 
periods  simply  to  share  In  the  Class  I  sales 
of  the  Lake  Mead  market.  A  basic  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  order  Is  that  It  promote  orderly 
marketing  for  producers  who  are  regularly 
associated  with  the  Lake  Mead  market.  Also, 
the  regulation  adopted  herein  provides  pro¬ 
tection  for  such  producers  from  the  dis¬ 
orderly  marketing  conditions  that  otherwise 
could  result  from  surplus  milk  associated 
with  the  market.  It  Is  appropriate  that  such 
protection  also  be  afforded  from  the  surplus 
milk  associated  with  unregulated  plants  In 
other  markets. 

Since  the  receipts  from  dairy  farmers  for 
other  markets  at  a  pool  plant  can  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  represent  surplus  (Class  III)  pro¬ 
duction  associated  with  the  unregulated 
plant,  such  “other  source”  receipts  should 
be  allocated  to  the  Class  III  classification  at 
the  pool  plant. 

An  exceptor  requested  clarification  of  the 
provision  In  the  producer  definition  of  the 
recommended  decision  designed  to  deal  with 
fhls  problem.  To  clarify  the  provision,  the 
“producer”  definition  Is  revised  to  make  clear 
that  it  will  not  Include  any  person  whose 
milk  Is  received  during  the  month  at  a  non¬ 
pool  plant,  except  by  diversion  to  an  un¬ 
graded  manufacturing  plant  or  to  an  other 
order  plant  where  designated  and  used  for 
manufacturing.  Thus,  a  person  would  not 
be  a  producer  under  the  Lake  Mead  order 
in  any  month  that  only  part  of  his  milk  was 
delivered  to  a  Lake  Mead  pool  plant  and 
the  remainder  was  delivered  to  a  nonpool 
plant  where  It  was  made  available  for  Class 
I  use. 

The  recommended  decision  provided  also 
that  the  producer  definition  shall  not  In¬ 
clude  a  person  with  respect  to  milk  pro¬ 
duced  by  him  that  is  diverted  from  a  pool 
plant  to  an  other  order  plant  If  the  other 
order  designates  such  person  as  a  producer 
under  that  order  with  respect  to  such  milk. 
The  provisions  should  be  clarified  to  provide 
that  such  nonproducer  status  shall  result 
If  any  of  the  milk  diverted  Is  allocated  to 
Class  I  under  the  other  order.  The  diversion 
of  milk  for  surplus  use,  however,  should  not 
result  In  the  loss  of  producer  status  under 
the  Lake  Mead  order  unless  the  provisions 
of  the  other  order  designate  such  person  as 
a  producer  under  the  other  order.  Diversion 
of  milk  for  surplus  disposition  is  an  Indica¬ 
tion  that  the  producer  remains  associated 
with  the  Lake  Mead  market. 

It  Is  clear  from  the  Initial  findings  that 
the  diversion  restrictions  which  seem¬ 
ingly  deter  the  cooperatives  from  divert¬ 
ing  supply  plant  milk  to  other  order 
plants  were  adopted  to  protect  the  Lake 
Mead  producers  from  the  possible  pool¬ 
ing  of  surplus  milk  associated  with  Cal¬ 
ifornia’s  fluid  market  needs  and  unregu¬ 


lated  plants  in  other  markets.  Additional 
findings  added  in  response  to  exceptions 
requesting  clarification  of  such  findings, 
however,  state  that  “a  person  would  not 
be  a  producer  under  the  Lake  Mead  order 
in  any  month  that  part  of  his  milk  was 
delivered  to  a  nonpool  plant  where  it  was 
made  available  for  Class  I  use.”  Such 
added  findings,  suggest  (and  the  order 
has  been  so  administered)  that  a  dairy 
farmer  would  lose  producer  status  under 
the  Lake  Mead  order  for  the  month  if 
any  of  his  milk  was  delivered  (either  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  diversion)  to  another  order 
plant  (nonpool  plant)  and  classified  as 
Class  I  under  the  other  order. 

The  findings  of  such  prior  decision 
were  intended  to  deter  the  use  of  the 
Lake  Mead  pool  as  a  depository  for  re¬ 
serve  milk  for  unregulated  markets  and 
to  remove  the  possibility  that  a  dairy 
farmer  would  be  considered  a  producer 
under  two  Federal  milk  orders  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  same  milk.  Precluding  a 
dairy  farmer  from  being  a  producer  dur¬ 
ing  part  of  the  month  under  the  Lake 
Mead  order  because  he  was  a  producer 
under  any  other  Federal  order  during 
the  remainder  of  the  month  is  an  un¬ 
necessary  deterrent  to  the  free  move¬ 
ment  of  milk  between  Federal  order 
markets. 

The  intent  of  the  prior  decision  to 
deter  the  dilution  of  the  Lake  Mead 
market  by  the  pooling  of  surplus  milk 
associated  with  unregulated  markets  can 
be  accomplished  without  unduly  disrupt¬ 
ing  the  interorder  movements  of  milk  by 
diversion.  Under  the  general  structure  of 
orders  within  the  total  Federal  order  sys¬ 
tem  milk  may  not  be  diverted  between 
orders  for  Class  I  use.  In  the  event  any 
of  the  diverted  milk  is  allocated  to  Class 
I,  such  milk  is  treated  as  producer  milk 
by  the  receiving  order.  However,  the 
status  of  the  milk  received  directly  in  the 
diverting  market  is  not  affected.  This  re¬ 
sult  will  be  obtainable  with  the  amend¬ 
ments  hereinafter  set  forth. 

5.  Handler’s  obligation  with  respect  to 
milk  received  from  pool  supply  plants. 
The  current  order  provisions  should  not 
be  changed  to  require  pool  distributing 
plant  operators  receiving  bulk  milk  from 
a  cooperative  association’s  pool  supply 
plant  to  pay  the  utilization  value  of  such 
milk  to  the  market  administrator  for 
transmittal  to  such  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion. 

Under  present  order  provisions,  milk 
received  by  a  pool  distributing  plant 
from  a  pool  supply  plant  operated  by  a 
cooperative  association  is  treated  as  an 
interhandler  transfer  and  the  cooper¬ 
ative  is  held  the  responsible  handler  for 
reporting  and  payments  to  the  market 
administrator.  As  an  interhandler  trans¬ 
fer,  the  milk  is  assigned  a  Class  I  classi¬ 
fication  unless  the  shipping  and  receiving 
handlers  both  agree  to  classification  in 
another  class.  The  transferee  handler 
settles  with  the  cooperative  association 
for  such  milk  in  accordance  with  their 
contracted  arrangements.  The  coopera¬ 
tive’s  obligation  to  the  producer-settle¬ 
ment  fund  is  computed  at  the  utilization 
value  of  the  milk  and  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  makes  settlement  with  the  co- 
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operative  association  at  the  uniform 
price. 

Cooperative  associations  proposed  that, 
for  purposes  of  allocation  and  computa¬ 
tion  of  obligations  of  handlers  to  the 
producer-settlement  fund,  the  milk 
transferred  from  pool  supply  plants  op¬ 
erated  by  cooperative  associations  to 
handlers  operating  pool  distributing 
plants  be  treated  in  the  same  manner 
as  bulk  tank  milk  reoeived  directly  from 
the  farms  of  members  of  the  cooperative. 
This  modification  of  payment  procedure 
was  proposed  as  a  means  of  expediting 
payments  to  a  cooperative  on  milk  that 
it  transfers  to  pool  plants.  Proponents 
pointed  out  that  while  they  have  had  no 
particular  problem  in  collecting  payment 
from  handlers  the  corporate  structure  of 
some  handlers  and  their  internal  fiscal 
policies  sometimes  delay  payment.  For 
example,  the  cooperative  indicated  that 
it  submits  an  invoice  from  its  Grand 
Junction,  Colorado,  office  to  a  handler 
in  Las  Vegas.  The  Las  Vegas  handler 
then  approves  the  invoice  and  sends  it 
to  its  home  office  in  California.  The  Cali¬ 
fornia  office  then  transmits  a  check  to 
the  Las  Vegas  office  which,  in  turn,  malls 
a  check  to  the  Grand  Junction  office. 

Counsel  on  behalf  of  4  nonmember 
producers  objected  to  the  adoption  of  a 
provision  requiring  one  handler  buying 
milk  from  another  handler  to  pay  the 
market  administrator  for  that  milk.  He 
argued  that  there  Is  no  authority  for  a 
provision  that  would  require  one  handler 
to  pay  to  the  market  administrator  the 
price  that  the  first  handler  who  bought 
the  milk  from  the  producer  charges  the 
second  handler. 

It  is  not  unreasonable  that  a  coopera¬ 
tive  should  desire  prompt  payment  for 
its  interhandler  transactions  and  to  the 
extent  that  this  may  be  implemented 
through  the  order  provision  it  would  not 
be  inappropriate.  However,  It  is  not  ap¬ 
parent  from  the  record  that  the  problem 
complained  of  is  of  such  magnitude  or 
nature  that  it  could  not  be  resolved  be¬ 
tween  the  affected  parties. 

There  was  no  inference  on  the  record 
that  any  handler  was  intentionally  de¬ 
laying  payments  for  any  ulterior  pur¬ 
poses.  Under  the  circumstances,  if  the 
order  were  amended  to  place  the  pool 
obligation  for  the  interplant  transferred 
milk  on  the  transferee  handler,  he  would 
still  be  presented  with  the  same  problem 
in  meeting  the  payment  dates.  To  this 
end  it  would  be  essential  that  the  entire 
sequence  of  dates  for  making  reports 
and  payments  to  and  from  the  market 
administrator  be  reexamined  and  ad¬ 
justed  as  necessary  to  provide  reasonable 
time  in  which  handlers  could  complete 
their  obligations  through  generally  ac¬ 
cepted  channels.  It  is  a  well  known  fact 
that  the  normal  time  for  moving  mail 
has  been  significantly  extended  and  the 
schedule  of  dates  established  in  an  order 
may  not  accommodate  the  timely  pay¬ 
ment  by  handlers  on  interplant  milk 
movements.  In  any  circumstance  this 
matter  was  not  presented  on  the  record 
in  sufficient  detail  to  establish  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  any  substantial  problem  or  the 
order  changes  that  would  be  required. 

If  proponents  continue  to  desire  the 

requested  order  change,  the  mattei 


should  appropriately  be  considered  more 
substantially  at  a  further  hearmg. 

6.  Payment  by  handlers  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund  on  oton  farm  pro¬ 
duction.  The  order  should  be  revised  by 
eliminating  a  requirement  that  a  han¬ 
dler  make  both  a  partial  and  final  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  producer-settlement  fund  on 
own  farm  production  received  at  the  han¬ 
dler’s  pool  plant  during  the  month. 

The  order  presently  requires  a  han¬ 
dler  to  make  payment  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund  at  the  Class  in  price 
for  all  producer  milk  received  during  the 
first  15  days  of  each  month,  including 
own  farm  production  of  such  handler. 
Following  receipt  of  such  payment,  the 
market  administrator  then  makes  the 
prescribed  partial  payment  at  the  Class 
m  price  to  all  producers  (including  a 
handler  with  own  farm  production  in  his 
role  as  a  producer)  based  on  deliveries 
during  the  first  15  days  of  the  month. 
The  handler  then  makes  a  later  payment 
to  the  producer-settlement  fund  equal 
to  his  net  pool  obligation  for  the  entire 
month  which  is  reduced  by  the  amount 
of  the  prior  partial  payment. 

A  pool  distributing  plant  operator  with 
own  farm  production  objected  to  the  un¬ 
necessary  expense  that  he  incurs  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  partial  payment  on  his  own  pro¬ 
duction  and  the  resulting  loss  of  working 
capital  he  experiences  during  the  five  or 
six  days  that  the  funds  are  in  transit  to 
and  from  the  market  administrator’s  of¬ 
fice.  It  was  proponent’s  view  that  no  use¬ 
ful  purpose  is  served  by  an  order  provi¬ 
sion  requiring  a  handler  to  pay  the 
money  that  he  owes  himself  for  own 
farm  production,  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  who,  in  turn,  returns  such  pay¬ 
ment  to  the  handler. 

Cooperative  associations  in  their  brief 
indicated  that  they  are  not  involved  di¬ 
rectly  in  this  issue,  but  would  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  adoption  of  such  proposal. 

The  recommended  decision  provided 
for  an  amendment  to  the  order  eliminat¬ 
ing  any  requirement  that  a  handler  make 
a  partial  payment  to  the  producer -settle¬ 
ment  fluid  on  own  farm  production  re¬ 
ceived  at  the  handler’s  pool  plant  during 
the  first  15  days  of  each  month.  The  pro¬ 
ponent  of  such  provision  in  his  exception 
indicates  that,  although  his  proposal  and 
testimony  refer  specifically  to  payments 
relative  to  only  the  first  15  days’  of  own 
farm  production,  he  intended  for  his  pro¬ 
posal  and  testimony  to  serve  only  as  an 
illustration  of  the  need  for  exempting 
own  farm  production  during  all  of  the 
month.  As  the  exceptor  noted,  the  rea¬ 
sons  advanced  for  eliminating  a  partial 
payment  on  own  farm  production  are 
valid  also  with  respect  to  the  final  pay¬ 
ment  due  on  own  farm  production  for 
the  entire  month.  Accordingly,  the  order 
should  be  amended  to  provide  an  exemp¬ 
tion  for  own  farm  production  through¬ 
out  the  month. 

7.  Option  permitting  handlers  to  pay 
producers  directly  rather  than  transmit¬ 
ting  such  funds  to  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  for  subsequent  distribution.  This 
matter  was  not  noticed  in  the  hearing 
notice.  As  Indicated  earlier  in  this  deci¬ 
sion,  proponent’s  proposal  in  this  regard 
■  was  denied  for  hearing.  Nevertheless,  pro¬ 


ponent's  counsel  argued  at  the  hearing 
that  Proposal  No.  3  dealing  with  partial 
payments  with  respect  to  a  handler’s  own 
farm  production  provided  a  basis  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  matter  of  payments  to 
all  producers.  In  his  brief  and  again  in 
his  exception  counsel  indicates  that 
inclusion  in  the  hearing  notice  of  Pro¬ 
posal  No.  10  also  opened  for  discussion 
the  issue  of  whether  or  not  the  order 
should  be  modified  to  permit  handlers  to 
pay  producers  directly  for  milk  received 
from  them  (Proposal  No.  10  concerned 
modification  of  order  provisions  that 
would  permit  the  operator  of  a  pool  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  to  transmit  payment  to 
the  market  administrator  at  its  utiliza¬ 
tion  value  for  milk  received  from  a  pool 
supply  plant  operated  by  a  cooperative.) 

It  is  concluded  that  Proposal  No.  3  and 
Proposal  No.  10  were  not  broad  enough, 
either  separately  or  in  combination,  to 
consider  the  appropriateness  of  a  han¬ 
dler  making  payment  directly  to  pro¬ 
ducers.  Accordingly,  on  the  basis  of  such 
prior  denial  on  October  9,  1974,  by  the 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  for  inclusion  of  that  proposal  in 
the  notice  of  hearing  and  the  reaffirma¬ 
tion  of  such  denial  on  November  15, 1974, 
by  the  Associate  Administrator,  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  issue  was  not  open  for 
consideration  at  the  time  of  the  hearing 
and,  hence,  no  further  action  on  the  mat¬ 
ter  on  the  basis  of  this  record  is  required. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  de¬ 
nied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in 
this  decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
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as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  In¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest; 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions 
received  was  carefully  and  fully  consid¬ 
ered  in  conjunction  with  the  record  evi¬ 
dence.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

MARKETING  AGREEMENT  AND  ORDER 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here- 
of  are  two  documents,  a  MARKETING 
AGREEMENT  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk,  and  an  ORDER  amending  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Lake  Mead  marketing  area  which 
have  been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed 
and  appropriate  means  of  effectuating 
the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  op  Producers  Approval 
and  Representative  Period 

June  1975  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Lake  Mead  mar¬ 
keting  area  is  approved  or  favored  by 
producers,  as  defined  under  the  terms  of 
the  order  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  who  during  such 
representative  period  were  engaged  in 
the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Order1  amending  the  order,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Lake 
Mead  marketing  area. 


1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  |  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amend¬ 
ments  thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous 
findings  and  determinations  are  hereby 
ratified  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may  be 
in  conflict  with  the  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was 
held  upon  certain  proposed  amendments 
to  the  tentative  marketing  agreement 
and  to  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Lake  Mead  marketing  area. 
The  hearing  was  held  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (7  CFR 
Part  900). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that; 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  #  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  suf¬ 
ficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The' said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held; 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Lake  Mead  marketing  area  shall  be 
in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  amended,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator,  on  May  9,  1975  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  15,  1975 
(40  FR  21034)  shall  be  and  are  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  this  order,  amending 
the  order,  and  are  set  forth  in  full  herein 
subject  to  the  following  modifications: 

1.  In  §  1139.12,  paragraph  (b)  (5)  is  re¬ 
vised. 


2.  In  5  1139.71,  paragraph  (b)  (1)  is 
revised. 

3.  In  §  1139.73,  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraph  (b)  is  revised. 

4.  In  §  1139.12,  the  introductory  text  of 

(4)  are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph 
(b)  (5)  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1139.12  Producer. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(b)  *  •  • 

<a>  Any  person  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  that  was  diverted  from 
a  pool  plant  to  an  other  order  plant  where 
some  of  it  was  allocated  to  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion,  or  the  other  order  designates  such 
person  as  a  producer  under  such  order; 

(4)  Any  person  whose  milk  is  received 
at  a  pool  plant  if  during  the  month  milk 
from  the  same  farm  was  received  at  a 
nonpool  plant  (except  another  order 
plant)  other  than  as  a  diversion  from  a 
pool  plant;  and 

(5)  Any  person  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  during  the  months  of 
March-July  that  is  received  at  or  di¬ 
verted  from  a  pool  supply  plant  unless 
during  the  immediately  preceding 
months  of  January  and  February  at  least 
52  days  of  milk  production  from  such 
dairy  farmer  was  received  at  such  pool 
supply  plant  or  was  diverted  therefrom 
as  producer  milk  pursuant  to  $  1139.13. 

5.  In  S  1139.13.  paragraph  (d)  (2)  is 
revised  and  a  new  paragraph  (d)  (5)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§1139.13  Producer  milk. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(d)  •  *  • 

(2)  A  cooperative  association  may  di¬ 
vert  for  its  account  the  milk  of  any  pro¬ 
ducer  (other  than  producer  milk  diverted 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (d)(3)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion)  from  whom  at  least  20  percent  of 
his  milk  production  is  received  during 
the  month  at  a  pool  plant.  The  total 
quantity  of  milk  so  diverted  may  not  ex¬ 
ceed  30  percent  in  the  months  of  March 
through  July  and  20  percent  in  other 
months  of  the  producer  milk  which  the 
association  causes  to  be  delivered  to  pool 
plants  during  the  month.  Two  or  more 
cooperative  associations  may  have  their 
allowable  diversions  computed  on  the 
basis  of  the  combined  deliveries  of  the 
producer  milk  which  the  associations 
cause  to  be  delivered  to  pool  plants  if 
each  association  has  filed  a  request  in 
writing  with  the  market  administrator 
on  or  before  the  first  day  of  the  month 
the  agreement  is  effective.  This  request 
shall  specify  the  basis  for  assigning  over¬ 
diverted  milk  to  the  producer  deliveries 
of  each  cooperative  according  to  a  meth¬ 
od  approved  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(5)  The  quantity  of  milk  diverted  for 
the  account  of  a  cooperative  association 
from  a  pool  plant  of  another  handler  that 
would  cause  the  pool  plant  to  become  a 
nonpool  plant  shall  not  be  producer  milk. 

6.  In  5  1139.44,  paragraph  (a)(7)  (vii) 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows : 
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§  1139.44  Classification  of  producer 
milk. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(a)  *  •  • 

(7)  •  •  • 

(vii)  Receipts  of  milk  from  a  dairy 
farmer  pursuant  to  §  1139.12(b)(4)  and 

(5) ; 

*  *  *  *  * 

7.  In  §  1139.71,  paragraphs  (a)  and 

(b)  (1)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1139.71  Payments  to  the  producer- 
settlement  fund. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  25th  day  of  the 
month,  each  handler  shall  pay  to  the 
market  administrator  for  deposit  into  the 
producer-settlement  fund  an  amount  de¬ 
termined  by  multiplying  the  hundred¬ 
weight  of  producer  milk  received  by  him 
(excluding  his  own  farm  production) 
during  the  first  15  days  of  such  month 
by  the  Class  III  price  for  the  preceding 
month. 

•  *  •  *  * 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1)  Payments  made  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  for  such  month 
and  the  value  of  the  handler’s  own  farm 
production  (based  upon  the  uniform 
price  adjusted  pursuant  to  §§  1139.74  and 
1139.75)  received  at  such  handler’s  plant 
during  the  month. 

*  •  *  •  • 

8.  In  §  1139.73,  paragraph  (a)  and  the 
introductory  text  of  paragraph  (b)  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph  (b)(1)  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1139.73  Payments  to  producers  and  to 
cooperative  associations. 

‘  (a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 

month,  the  market  administrator  shall 
make  payment,  subject  to  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section,  to  each  producer  for  milk 
(except  the  own  farm  production  of  a 
handler)  received  from  such  producer 
during  the  first  15  days  of  such  month 
by  handlers  from  whom  the  appropriate 
payments  have  been  received  pursuant  to 
S  1139.71(a)  at  not  less  than  the  Class  ni 
price  per  hundredweight  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  month; 

(b)  On  or  before  the  19th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  make  payment,  subject  to 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  to  each 
producer  for  milk  (except  the  own  farm 
production  of  a  handler  for  which  credit 
is  allowed  pursuant  to  §  1139.71(b)(1)) 
received  from  such  producer  during  the 
month  by  handlers  from  whom  the  ap¬ 
propriate  payments  have  been  received 
pursuant  to  S  1139.71(b)  at  the  uniform 
•  price  per  hundredweight  as  adjusted  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1139.74,  less: 

•  •  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.75-21818  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 
[  7  CFR  Part  21  ] 

UNIFORM  RELOCATION  ASSISTANCE  AND 
REAL  PROPERTIES  ACQUISITION  RULES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  and  revisions  to 
the  uniform  relocation  assistance  and 
real  properties  acquisition  rules  and 
regulations  contained  in  7  CPR  Part  21. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  Comments  received  before 
September  15,  1975,  will  be  considered 
before  final  action  is  taken  on  this  pro¬ 
posal. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  7  CFR  Sub¬ 
title  A,  Part  21  as  set  forth  below: 

Dated:  August  14,  1975. 

Joseph  R.  Wright,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

7  CFR  Part  21  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Hie  table  of  sections  is  amended  by 
adding  §  21.504  as  follows: 

Subpart  E — Replacement  Housing  for 
Homeowners  (over  180  days) 

Displaced  from  Conventional  Dwellings. 

•  •  •  •  • 

S  21.504  Advance  payments  In  condemna¬ 
tion  cases. 

•  •  »  •  • 

2.  Section  21.202  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

* 

§  21.202  Business. 

.  •  •  •  •  4 

(a)  •  •  • 

( 1 )  Insert  the  word  “or”  after  the  semi 
colon. 

(2)  Insert  the  word  “or”  after  the  semi 
colon. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  During  the  two  taxable  years 
prior  to  displacement,  or  during  such 
other  period  as  the  agency  head  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  more  equitable,  the  business 
as  described  in  §  21.202(a)  (1),  (2),  or 
(3)  must  have 

(1)  Had  average  annual  gross  receipts 
of  at  least  $2,000  in  value;  or 

(2)  Had  average  annual  net  earnings 
of  at  least  $1,000  in  value  (see  §  21.308) ; 
or 

*  •  *  •  • 

(3)  Contributed  at  least  one-third  of 
the  average  annual  gross  income  of  the 
owner(s),  including  income  from  all 
sources,  such  as  welfare  if  any. 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  Section  21.212  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  last  sentence  in  the  introductory 


paragraph  and  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  and 

(c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  21.212  Farm  Operation. 

•  •  *  •  • 

•  •  *  The  activity  is  capable  of  con¬ 
tributing  materially  if,  during  the  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  two-year  period  or 
the  period  of  operation,  whichever  is  the 
lesser,  or  during  such  other  period  as  the 
agency  head  determines  to  be  more  equi¬ 
table,  the  value  of  sales  and  the  market 
value  of  home  use  contributes : 

(a)  Average  annual  gross  receipts  of 
at  least  $2,000  in  value;  or 

(b)  Average  annual  net  earning  of  at 
least  $1,000  in  value;  (see  §  21.308)  or 

(c)  At  least  one- third  of  the  average 
annual  gross  income  of  the  owner  (s) ,  in¬ 
cluding  income  from  all  sources,  such  as 
welfare  if  any. 

•  •  •  •  • 

4.  Section  21.302  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  21.302  Extent  of  eligibility. 

*  •  •  *  « 

(a)  • 

(3)  By  deleting  this  paragraph  in  its 
entirety. 

•  •  •  •  • 

5.  Section  21.304  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (c) . 

§  21.304  Fixed  payment. 

*  *  •  •  * 

(c)  Where  a  person  is  displaced  from 
a  part  of  his  farm  operation  the  fixed 
payment  shall  be  made  if  the  displacing 
agency  determines  that  the  part  taken 
met  the  definition  of  a  farm  operation 
prior  to  the  taking,  or  the  taking  caused 
the  operator  to  be  displaced  from  the 
farm  operation  on  the  remaining  land,  or 
the  taking  caused  such  a  substantial 
change  in  the  nature  of  the  existing  farm 
operation  as  to  constitute  a  displacement. 
•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Subpart  E  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  §  21.504  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  21.504  Advance  payments  in  condem¬ 
nation  cases. 

(a)  An  advance  replacement  housing 
payment  can  be  computed  and  paid  to  a 
property  owner  if  the  determination  of 
the  acquisition  price  will  be  delayed 
pending  the  outcome  of  condemnation 
proceedings.  The  displacing  agency  may 
make  a  provisional  replacement  housing 
payment  to  the  displaced  homeowner 
based  on  the  agency’s  maximum  offer  for 
the  property,  provided  the  homeowner 
enters  into  an  agreement  with  the  agency 
that: 

(1)  Upon  final  determination  of  con¬ 
demnation  proceedings,  the  replacement 
housing  payment  will  be  recomputed 
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using  the  acquisition  price  determined  by 
the  court  as  compared  to  the  actual  price 
paid  or  the  amount  determined  necessary 
to  acquire  a  comparable,  decent,  safe,  and 
sanitary  dwelling;  and 

(2)  If  the  amount  awarded  in  the  con¬ 
demnation  proceedings  as  the  fair  mar¬ 
ket  value  of  the  property  acquired  plus 
the  amount  of  the  recomputed  replace¬ 
ment  housing  payment  exceeds  the  price 
paid  for,  or  the  acquiring  agency’s  deter¬ 
mined  cost  of  a  comparable  dwelling,  he 
will  refund  to  the  acquiring  agency,  an 
amount  equal  to  the  amount  of  the  ex¬ 
cess.  However,  in  no  event  shall  he  be  re¬ 
quired  to  refund  more  than  the  amount 
of  the  replacement  housing  payment 
advanced. 

(b)  If  the  property  owner  does  not 
agree  to  such  adjustment,  the  replace¬ 
ment  housing  payment  shall  be  deferred 
until  the  case  is  finally  adjudicated  and 
computed  on  the  basis  of  the  final  deter¬ 
mination  using  the  award  as  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  price. 

•  *  *  *  * 

7.  Section  21.605  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  21.605  Making  payment  to  a  displaced 
person  who  rents  replacement  hous- 
ing. 

•  *  *  *  * 

(a)  The  rental  payment  to  be  made 
shall  be  paid  in  a  lump  sum,  except  it 
shall  be  paid  in  Installments  if  the  dis¬ 
placed  person  so  requests. 

(b)  Installment  payments,  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  four  equal  annual  installments,  will 
be  made  if  so  requested  provided  the 
displacing  agency  determines  that  the 
displaced  person  is  continuing  to  occupy 
decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  housing  at  the 
beginning  of  eaclj  annual  period. 

*  •  •  *  * 

8.  Section  21.606  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  as  follows: 

§  21.606  Purchase  of  a  replacement 
dwelling. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(a)  The  amount  of  the  payment  shall 
be  computed  by  determining  the  amount 
necessary  to  enable  the  displaced  person 
to  make  a  down  payment  and  to  cover 
Incidental  expenses  on  the  purchase  of 
the  replacement  housing.  The  amount 
determined  shall  be  added  to  the  amount 
required  to  be  paid  by  the  purchaser  as 
points  and/or  origination  or  loan  serv¬ 
ices  fees  if  such  fees  are  normal  to  real 
estate  transactions  in  the  area,  on  the 
comparable  dwelling  or  the  replacement 
dwelling,  whichever  is  the  lesser. 

(1)  The  amount  of  the  down  payment 
shall  be  the  lesser  of : 

(i)  The  amount  that  would  be  required 
as  a  down  payment  for  financing  a  con¬ 
ventional  loan  on  a  comparable  dwelling; 
or 


(ii)  The  amount  required  as  a  down 
payment  for  financing  a  conventional 
loan  on  the  replacement  dwelling  ac¬ 
tually  purchased. 

•  #  •  •  • 

[FR  Doc.75-21819  Filed  8-l&-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[  13  CFR  Parts  500,  510,  520,  530,  540, 
550,  560,  580  ] 

REGIONAL  ACTION  PLANNING 
COMMISSIONS 

Administrative  Procedures 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed 
issuance  of  rules,  regulations,  and  pro¬ 
cedures  covering  the  activities  of  Regional 
Action  Planning  Commissions  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  authority  of  Title  V 
of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  (42 
U.8.C.  3181  et  seq.). 

Comments,  views,  or  objections  on 
these  proposed  regulations  may  be  made 
in  writing  to  the  Special  Assistant  for 
Regional  Economic  Coordination,  Room 
2092,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than 
September  30,  1975.  Pinal  regulations 
will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible 
thereafter. 

The  purpose  of  these  regulations  is  to 
publish  provisions  for  the  operation  and 
functioning  of  the  Regional  Action 
Planning  Commissions  and  the  designa¬ 
tion  and  revision  of  economic  develop¬ 
ment  regions  under  Title  V  of  the  Act. 
Regulations  to  this  effect  were  originally 
published  in  1967  as  a  part  of  Chapter 
3  of  Title  13,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions.  However,  in  a  1970  revision  of 
Chapter  3  they  were  inadvertently  omit¬ 
ted.  Since  1967  Title  V  of  the  Public 
Works  and  Economic  Development  Act 
has  also  been  amended  in  several  sub¬ 
stantive  respects  and  the  material  re¬ 
flects  those  amendments. 

Those  amendments  authorize  the  re¬ 
gional  commissions  to  engage  in  technical 
assistance  projects  (section  505(a)(2) 
of  the  Act) ;  a  supplemental  grant  pro¬ 
gram  (section  509  of  the  Act)  and  sev¬ 
eral  amendments  to  the  Public  Works 
and  Economic  Development  Act  made  by 
Pub.  L.  93-423  approved  September  27, 
1974  (88  Stat.  1158).  The  latter  Include 
authorization  for  the  regional  commis¬ 
sions  to  make  administrative  expense 
grants  to  substate  planning  and  develop¬ 
ment  organizations,  including  economic 
development  districts:  expanded  coordi¬ 
nation  provisions  with  respect  to  other 
economic  development  activities  of  the 
Secertary  of  Commerce;  and  a  regional 
excess  property  program. 

Part  570,  relating  specifically  to  the 
Regional  Excess  Property  Program,  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  16,  1974,  and  amended  on 
February  27, 1975. 


The  regulations  are  proposed  to  be 
published  as  Chapter  V,  CFR,  Title  13, 
relating  specifically  to  Regional  Action 
Planning  Commissions. 

(42  U.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C.  3211;  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11386,  dated  December  28,  1967.) 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

Rogers  Morton, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

PART  500— ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
REGIONS 

Sec. 

600.1  Authority. 

500.2  Purpose  of  designation. 

500.3  Criteria  for  designation. 

500.4  Documentation  required  for  designa¬ 

tion. 

Authority  :  42  U.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1967. 

§  500.1  Authority. 

(a)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  501  (42  U.S.C.  3181) 
of  the  Public  Works  and  Economic  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  (the 
Act)  to  designate  multistate  economic 
development  regions,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  States  in  which  such  regions 
will  be  wholly  or  partially  located,  if  he 
finds  that  the  areas  within  such  regions 
are  related  geographically,  culturally, 
historically,  and  economically,  and  that 
the  region  has  lagged  behind  the  whole 
Nation  in  economic  development. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  has 
appointed  a  Special  Assistant  for  Re¬ 
gional  Economic  Coordination  under  au¬ 
thority  of  Executive  Order  11386  to  assist 
him  in  carrying  out  his  responsibilities 
under  the  Act. 

§  500.2  Purpose  of  designation. 

Economic  development  regions  are 
designated  in  order  to  give  the  partici¬ 
pating  States,  through  the  formulation 
of  a  common  economic  development  pro¬ 
gram,  the  advantages  of  joint  and  coor¬ 
dinated  action  on  economic  problems  ex¬ 
tending  beyond  the  boundaries  of  a 
single  State.  Designated  regions  also  pro¬ 
vide  for  more  effective  utilization  of  the 
various  existing  State  and  Federal  pro¬ 
grams  to  implement  the  regional  overall 
economic  development  program. 

§  500.3  Criteria  for  designation. 

In  order  to  establish  an  economic  de¬ 
velopment  region  under  the  Act,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  must  find  that: 

(a)  The  areas  within  such  region  are 
related  geographically,  culturally,  his¬ 
torically,  and  economically. 

(b)  With  the  exception  of  Alaska  and 
Hawaii,  the  region  is  within  contiguous 
States,  and 

(c)  Upon  consideration  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters,  among  others,  the  region 
has  lagged  behind  the  whole  Nation  in 
economic  development: 
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(1)  The  rate  of  unemployment  is  sub- 
stanially  above  the  national  rate. 

(2)  The  median  level  of  family  income 
is  significantly  below  the  national 
median. 

(3)  The  level  of  housing,  health,  and 
education  facilities  is  substantially  be¬ 
low  the  national  level, 

(4)  The  economy  of  the  area  has  tra¬ 
ditionally  been  dominated  by  only  one  or 
two  industries  which  are  in  a  state  of 
long-term  decline, 

(5)  The  rate  of  outmigration  of  capi¬ 
tal  or  labor  or  both  is  substantial, 

(6)  The  area  is  adversely  affected  by 
changing  industrial  technology, 

(7)  The  area  is  adversely  affected  by 
changes  in  national  defense  facilities  or 
production,  and 

(8)  Indices  of  regional  production  in¬ 
dicate  a  growth  rate  substantially  below 
the  national  average. 

§  500.4  Documentation  required  for 
designation. 

As  a  basis  for  designation  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  ask  from  the  respective  Gov¬ 
ernors,  a  formal  document  requesting 
designation.  This  document  should  con¬ 
tain  the  following  elements: 

(a)  Compilation  of  data  and  statistics 
about  the  region  which  demonstrate  that 
the  region  meets  the  statutory  criteria 
under  section  501  of  the  Act, 

(b)  An  outline  and  discussion  of  the 
major  general  and  specific  region  wide 
problems  which  need  to  be  resolved  on 
a  regional  basis, 

;  (c)  An  analysis  which  demonstrates 

why  a  regionwide  approach  would  be 
more  effective  in  solving  these  problems 
than  a  State-by-State  approach,  and 

(d)  A  list  of  regionwide  programs  that 
might  appropriately  be  undertaken  in  an 
effort  to  overcome  these  problems. 


PART  510 — MODIFICATION  OF 
REGIONAL  BOUNDARIES 

Sec. 

610.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

610.2  Documentation  required  for  modifi¬ 

cation. 

Authority:  42  XT .S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1967. 

§  510.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

Section  503(a)  (1)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3183(a)  (1) )  directs  each  regional  action 
planning  commission  established  pursue 
ant  to  the  Act  to  “advise  and  assist  the 
Secretary  in  the  identification  of  opti¬ 
mum  boundaries  for  multistate  economic 
development  regions.”  The  purpose  of 
this  part  is  to  set  forth  the  principles 
and  procedures  by  which  the  Secretary 
will  consider  and  act  upon  proposed 
boundary  adjustments. 

§  510.2  Documentation  required  for 
modification. 

The  Secretary  may  modify  regional 
boundaries  upon  the  written  concurrence 
of  the  Governor  of  the  State  or  States 
whose  territory  would  be  affected  by  the 
expansion  of  the  region;  a  unanimous 
recommendation  by  the  Governors  in  the 
Commission;  and  a  review  of  documenta¬ 
tion  justifying  the  modification  includ¬ 
ing: 


(a)  A  statistical  analysis  of  the  ex¬ 
panded  territory  in  terms  of  the  criteria 
in  §  500.3  of  this  part; 

(b)  Where  appropriate,  additional 
statistics  and  analyses  evidencing  inade¬ 
quate  or  retarded  economic  development; 

(c)  A  statistical  profile  of  the  ex¬ 
panded  territory  in  terms  of  population, 
employment  and  income; 

(d)  Information  concerning  the  eco¬ 
nomic,  cultural,  historic,  or  geographic 
relationship  with  the  areas  already  situ¬ 
ated  within  the  designated  economic  de¬ 
velopment  region: 

(e)  A  description  of  the  specific  eco¬ 
nomic  development  problems  which  are 
common  to  the  designated  region  and  to 
the  proposed  additional  territory,  and 
for  which  action  by  the  regional  commis¬ 
sion  is  needed; 

(f )  A  comparison  of  the  economic  ties 
of  the  additional  territory  to  the  desig¬ 
nated  region  as  opposed  to  its  economic 
ties  to  areas  outside  the  designated 
region. 


PART  520— REGIONAL  COMMISSIONS 

Sec. 

620.1  Establishment. 

620.2  Membership. 

620 a  Initial  meeting. 

620.4  Voting. 

620.6  Program  development  criteria. 

520.6  Reports. 

620.7  Powers  and  duties  generally. 

520.8  Headquarters. 

520.9  Hearings. 

520.10  Records.  > 

Authority:  42  D.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  UB.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28, 1967. 

§  520.1  Establishment. 

The  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  502  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3182) .  shall 
invite  and  encourage  the  States  wholly 
or  partially  located  in  a  designated  eco¬ 
nomic  development  region  to  establish 
a  multistate  regional  commission. 

§  520.2  Membership. 

(a)  Membership  on  a  regional  commis¬ 
sion  consists  of  one  Federal  member, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “Federal 
Cochairman,”  and  one  member  from 
each  State  participating  in  the  region. 

(b)  The  Federal  Cochairman  is  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
and  may  have  an  alternate  who  is  simi¬ 
larly  appointed.  The  State  member  may 
be  the  Governor,  his  designee,  or  such 
other  person  as  may  be  provided  by  the 
law*  of  the  State  which  he  represents. 
Each  State  member  may  have  an  alter¬ 
nate,  appointed  by  the  Governor  or  as 
may  otherwise  be  provided  by  law. 

§  520.3  Initial  meeting. 

The  Federal  Cochairman,  after  ap¬ 
pointment  by  the  President  and  confir¬ 
mation  by  the  Senate,  is  authorized  to 
call  the  initial  organizational  meeting 
of  the  regional  commission,  at  which 
time,  among  other  things,  the  State 
members  may  elect  a  State  Cochairman, 
and  the  commission  may  declare  its  es¬ 
tablishment,  adopt  a  charter  listing  its 


functions,  and  adopt  resolutions  govern¬ 
ing  the  internal  administration  of  the 
commission. 

§  520.4  Voting. 

(a)  Decisions  by  a  regional  commission 
require  the  affirmative  vote  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman  and  of  a  majority,  or 
at  least  one  if  only  one  of  two,  of  the 
State  members. 

(b)  An  alternate  shall  vote  in  the 
event  of  the  absence,  death,  disability, 
removal,  or  resignation  of  the  State 
member  or  Federal  Cochairman. 

(c)  The  Federal  Cochairman  shall  not 
vote  in  the  election  of  a  State  Cochair¬ 
man  or  on  the  determination  of  the  share 
of  administrative  expenses  to  be  contri¬ 
buted  by  each  State. 

§  520.5  Program  development  criteria- 

(a)  The  Secretary,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  504  of  the  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  3184),  through  the  Federal 
Cochairman,  shall  encourage  each  re¬ 
gional  commission  in  its  development  of 
recommendations  for  programs  and  proj¬ 
ects  for  future  regional  economic  de¬ 
velopment,  and  in  the  establishment  of 
priority  ranking  for  such  programs  and 
projects,  to  follow  procedures  that  will 
insure  consideration  of  the  following  fac¬ 
tors: 

(1)  The  relationship  of  the  project  or 
class  of  projects  to  overall  regional  de¬ 
velopment  including  its  location  in  an 
area  determined  by  the  State  to  have  a 
significant  potential  for  growth; 

(2)  The  population  and  area  to  be 
served  by  the  project  or  class  of  projects 
including  the  relative  per  capita  income 
and  unemployment  rates  in  the  area; 

(3)  The  relative  financial  resources 
available  to  the  State  or  political  sub¬ 
division  or  instrumentalities  thereof 
which  seek  to  undertake  the  projects; 

(4)  The  importance  of  the  project  or 
class  of  projects  in  relation  to  other 
projects  or  classes  of  projects  which  may 
be  in  competition  for  the  same  funds; 

(5)  The  prospects  that  the  project,  on 
a  continuing  rather  than  a  temporary 
basis,  will  improve  the  opportunities  for 
employment,  the  average  level  of  income, 
or  the  economic  and  social  development 
of  the  area  served  by  the  projects. 

(b)  The  Secretary  or  his  Special  As¬ 
sistant  for  Regional  Economic  Coordina¬ 
tion  may  from  time  to  time  issue  guide¬ 
lines  to  assist  the  Federal  Cochairmen  in 
carrying  out  their  responsibilities  under 
this  section. 

§  520.6  Reports. 

In  accordance  with  section  510  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  3189)  each  regional  com¬ 
mission  must  make  a  comprehensive  and 
detailed  annual  report  each  fiscal  year 
to  the  Congress  with  respect  to  the  com¬ 
mission’s  activities  and  recommendations 
for  programs.  Such  reports  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary  for  review  prior 
to  transmitting  them  to  the  Congress. 
Annual  reports  -shall  be  printed  and 
transmitted  to  the  Congress  no  later  than 
seven  months  after  the  last  day  of  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  the  report  is  made. 
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§  520.7  Powers  and  duties  generally. 

Each  regional  commission  is  author¬ 
ized  by  section  506(a)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3186(a) )  to: 

(a)  Adopt,  amend,  and  repeal  bylaws, 

rules,  and  regulations  governing  the  con¬ 
duct  of  its  business  and  the  performance 
of  its  functions;  .  . 

(b)  Appoint  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  an  executive  director  and  such  other 
personnel  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable 
the  commission  to  carry  out  its  functions, 
except  that  such  compensation  shall  not 
exceed  the  salary  of  the  alternate  to  the 
Federal  Cochairman  on  the  commission 
and  no  member,  alternate,  officer,  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  such  commission,  other  than 
the  Federal  Cochairman  on  the  commis¬ 
sion  and  his  staff  and  his  alternate,  and 
Federal  employees  detailed  to  the  com¬ 
mission  under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  shall  be  deemed  a  Federal  employee 
for  any  purpose ; 

(c)  Request  the  head  of  any  Federal 
department  or  agency  (who  is  also  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  506(a)  (3)  of  the  Act) 
to  detail  to  temporary  duty  which  the 
commission  such  personnel  within  his 
administrative  jurisdiction  as  the  com¬ 
mission  may  need  for  carrying  out  its 
functions,  each  such  detail  to  be  without 
loss  of  seniority,  pay,  or  other  employee 
status; 

(d)  Arrange  for  the  services  of  per¬ 
sonnel  from  any  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment  or  any  subdivision  or  agency  there¬ 
of,  or  any  intergovernmental  agency ; 

(e)  Make  arrangements,  including  con¬ 
tracts,  with  any  participating  State  gov¬ 
ernment  for  inclusion  in  a  suitable  re¬ 
tirement  and  employee  benefit  system  of 
such  of  its  personnel  as  may  not  be  eligi¬ 
ble  for,  or  continue  in,  another  govern¬ 
mental  retirement  or  employee  benefit 
system,  or  otherwise  provide  for  such  cov¬ 
erage  of  its  personnel,  and  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  of  the  United  States  is 
authorized  to  contract  with  such  com¬ 
mission  for  continued  coverage  of  com¬ 
mission  employees,  who  at  date  of  com¬ 
mission  employment  are  Federal  em¬ 
ployees,  in  the  retirement  program  and 
other  employee  benefit  programs  of  the 
Federal  Government: 

(f)  Accept,  use,  and  dispose  of  gifts  or 
donations  of  services  or  property,  real, 
personal,  or  mixed,  tangible  or  intangi¬ 
ble; 

(g)  Enter  into  and  perform  such  con¬ 
tracts,  leases,  cooperative  agreements,  or 
other  transactions  as  may  be  necessary  in 
carrying  out  its  functions  and  on  such 
terms  as  it  may  deem  appropriate,  with 
any  department,  agency,  or  instrumen¬ 
tality  of  the  United  States  or  with  any 
State,  or  any  political  subdivision, 
agency,  or  instrumentality  thereof,  or 
with  any  person,  firm,  association,  or  cor¬ 
poration; 

(h)  Maintain  an  office  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  establish  field  offices  at 
such  other  places  as  it  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate;  and 

(i)  Take  such  other  actions  and  incur 
such  other  expenses  as  may  be  necessary 
or  appropriate. 


§  520.8  Headquarters. 

Pursuant  to  section  506(b)  of  the  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  3186(b) ) ,  the  Federal  Cochalr- 
man  maintains  his  headquarters  office  in 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

§  520.9  Hearings. 

In  accordance  with  section  507  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  3187),  each  regional  com¬ 
mission  may: 

(a)  Hold  such  hearings,  sit  and  act  at 
such  times  and  places,  take  such  testi¬ 
mony,  receive  such  evidence,  and  print 
or  otherwise  reproduce  and  distribute  so 
much  of  its  proceedings  and  reports 
thereon  as  it  may  deem  advisable;  a  Co- 
chairman  of  such  .commission,  or  any 
member  designated  by  the  commission 
for  the  purpose,  is  authorized  by  the  Act 
to  administer  oaths  when  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  commission  that  testimony 
shall  be  taken  or  evidence  received  by 
oath,  and 

(b)  Arrange  for  the  head  of  any  Fed¬ 
eral,  State  or  local  department  or  agency 
who  is  authorized  by  the  Act,  and  to  the 
extent  not  otherwise  prohibited  by  law, 
to  furnish  to  the  commission  such  in¬ 
formation  as  may  be  available  to  or  pro¬ 
curable  by  such  department  or  agency. 

§  520.10  Records. 

The  Act  requires  each  regional  com¬ 
mission  to  keep  complete  records  of  its 
transactions,  which  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection. 


PART  530— REVIEW  OF  COMMISSION 
PLANS 

Sec. 

630.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

630.2  Comprehensive  planning. 

630.3  Review  standards. 

Autboeitt  :  42  Ofl.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  Ufl.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28, 1967. 

§  530.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

Section  503(a)(2)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3183(a)(2))  requires  each  re¬ 
gional  commission  to  develop  a  compre¬ 
hensive  long-range  economic  plan  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary.  Section  503 
(b)  (42  U.S.C.  3183(b) )  requires  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  "present  such  plans  and  pro¬ 
posals  of  the  Commissions  as  may  be 
transmitted  and  recommended  to  him 
(but  are  not  authorized  by  any  other 
section  of  the  Act)  first  for  review  by  the 
Federal  agencies  primarily  interested  in 
such  plans  and  proposals  and  then,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  recommendations  of 
such  agencies,  to  the  President  for  such 
action  as  he  may  deem  desirable."  The 
Secretary,  in  cooperation  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairmen,  will  determine  appro-' 
priate  procedures  for  obtaining  review  of 
commission  plans  by  interested  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies. 

§  530.2  Comprehensive  planning. 

Commission  plans  normally  should  be 
supported  by  regional  programs  which 
have  been  endorsed  by  the  commissions; 
when  fully  developed  these  plans  will 
ordinarily  include  the  following  ele¬ 
ments: 


(a)  Review  of  prior  studies.  The.  re¬ 
gional  plan  should  include  a  review  of 
prior  studies  concerning  the  region’s 
economy. 

(b)  Framework  for  analysis.  The  re¬ 
gional  plan  should  include  an  estimate 
of  the  gaps  in  research  and  data  needed 
to  conduct  effective  development. 

(c)  Review  of  the  regional  economy. 
The  regional  plan  should  include  projec¬ 
tions  of  population  and  labor  force  and 
employment  by  key  industrial  sectors, 
and  an  inventory  of  natural  resources. 
It  should  analyze  the  present  capability 
of  the  infrastructure  to  support  eco¬ 
nomic  growth.  It  should  identify  the 
major  growth  centers  within  the  re¬ 
gion  which  are  capable  of  long-term  eco¬ 
nomic  growth. 

(d)  Review  of  conditions  inhibiting 
growth.  The  regional  plan  should  in¬ 
clude  a  review  of  the  major  factors  which 
have  caused  the  region  to  lag  behind  the 
Nation  as  a  whole  in  economic  develop¬ 
ment. 

(e)  Review  of  major  plans  and  pend¬ 
ing  decisions.  The  regional  plan  should 
review  public  and  available  private  plans 
for  capital  expansion  and  investment, 
and  should  relate  these  other  public  and 
private  plans  to  the  commission’s  re¬ 
gional  plan. 

(f)  Establishment  of  regional  goals. 
The  regional  plan  should  Include  an  ex¬ 
plicit  statement  of  the  region’s  economic 
goals,  such  as  reducing  unemployment, 
raising  personal  income,  raising  educa¬ 
tional  levels,  and  so  forth. 

(g)  Determination  of  a  development 
strategy.  The  regional  plan  should  set 
forth  an  explicit  strategy  for  achieving 
the  region’s  specified  development  goals. 
This  strategy  should  include  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  the  extent  to  which  public  invest¬ 
ment  should  be  concentrated  or  dis¬ 
persed,  and  what  kinds  of  public  in¬ 
vestments  are  the  most  critical  for 
achieving  a  higher  rate  of  economic 
growth. 

(h)  Review  of  existing  program  ade¬ 
quacy.  The  regional  plan  should  include 
a  review  and  analysis  of  the  extent  to 
which  existing  Federal.  State,  and  local 
programs  are  adequate  to  support  the 
commission’s  goals  and  strategies.  It 
should  identify  the  major  gaps,  modi¬ 
fications,  or  supplements  to  existing  pro¬ 
grams  which  will  help  carry  out  the 
commission’s  development  strategy. 

(t)  Criteria  for  project  identification. 
The  regional  plan  should  include  an 
analysis  of  the  classes  of  projects  which 
are  consistent  with  the  commission’s 
goals  and  programs  and  an  identification 
on  a  regionwide  basis  of  the  locations  and 
types  of  projects  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  regional  plan  for  economic  develop¬ 
ment. 

(j)  Consideration  of  other  planning  in 
the  region.  In  developing  plans  and  car¬ 
rying  out  other  activities  under  section 
503(a)  (2)  and  (7)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3183(a)  (2)  and  (7)),  due  considera¬ 
tion  shall  be  given  to  the  planning  and 
activities  of  other  Federal,  State,  local 
and  sub-State  planning  agencies  (in¬ 
cluding  economic  development  districts) 
in  the  region. 
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§  530.3  Review  standards. 

In  reviewing  the  commission’s  re¬ 
gional  plans  prior  to  making  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  President,  the  Secretary 
will  consider  the  following  factors: 

ta)  Consistency  with  national  eco¬ 
nomic  trends.  The  projections  of  eco¬ 
nomic  activity  contained  in  the  plans  will 
be  compared  with  trends  in  the  national 
economy.  Such  projections  of  regional 
growth  should  be  reasonably  consistent 
with  the  projections  of  national  growth 
and  other  projections  of  regional  growth, 
particularly  when  the  regional  projec¬ 
tions  depend  for  their  success  upon  grow¬ 
ing  regional  exports  to  national  markets. 

(b)  Interregional  consistency.  Re¬ 
gional  plans  developed  by  the  commis¬ 
sions  will  be  assessed  to  determine  their 
reasonable  consistency  with  each  other, 
taking  into  account  the  differing  needs 
and  objectives  of  the  various  regions. 

(c)  Transference  of  employment.  The 
regional  plans  will  be  assessed  to  assure 
that  they  do  not  provide  for  nor  encour¬ 
age  industry  or  business  to  relocate  in  a 
region  if  such  relocation  will  result  In 
a  transfer  of  jobs  causing  unemployment 
at  the  original  location  of  the  industry 
or  business. 

(d)  National  benefits.  The  regional 
plans  should  attempt  to  provide  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  economic  growth 
within  the  region  can  be  sustained,  and 
that  the  identifiable  benefits  from  the 
proposed  regional  program  justify  the 
estimated  Federal  investment. 


PART  540— ADMINISTRATIVE  GRANTS 

Sec. 

540.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

640.2  Procedure  for  obtaining  adminlstra- 
.  tive  expenses. 

540.3  Terms  and  conditions. 

540.4  Financial  plans. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28, 1967. 

§  540.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

(a)  The  Secretary  is  authorized  by 
section  505(b)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3185 

(b) )  to  review  and  approve  the  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  of  each  regional  com¬ 
mission,  and  to  pay  such  expenses  as  he 
approves  from  Federal  funds  appropri¬ 
ated  for  such  purposes.  For  the  period 
ending  with  the  last  day  of  the  second 
full  fiscal  year  following  the  date  of  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  commission,  the  entire 
administrative  expenses  of  the  commis¬ 
sion  shall  be  paid  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Thereafter,  50  per  centum  of 
such  expenses  shall  be  paid  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government,  and  50  per  centum  by 
the  States  in  the  region,  except  that  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  Federal 
Cochairman,  his  alternate,  and  his  staff 
shall  be  paid  solely  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

(b)  The  purpose  of  this  subpart  is  to 
outline  the  procedures  by  which  such  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  will  be  paid  by  the 
Federal  Government. 

g  540.2  Procedure  for  obtaining  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses. 

(a)  As  a  condition  to  receiving  admin¬ 
istrative  expense  funds  from  the  Federal 


Government,  each  commission  through 
the  Federal  Cochairman  shall  submit  for 
approval  a  financial  plan  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  in  such  form  as  he  or  the  Special 
Assistant  for  Regional  Economic  Coordi¬ 
nation  may  prescribe. 

(b)  Such  administrative  expense  funds 
as  are  approved  shall  be  made  available 
on  a  quarterly  basis.  Approved  funds  will 
be  deposited  into  a  special  trust  account 
established  by  the  U.S.  Treasury  for  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  regional  commis¬ 
sions.  Expenditures  from  such  trust 
funds  shall  be  made  only  upon  the  prop¬ 
er  certification  of  a  duly  authorized  of¬ 
ficer  of  the  commission. 

§  540.3  Terms  and  conditions. 

(a)  Approval  of  administrative  expense 
grants  are  subject  to  the  following  terms 
and  conditions: 

(1)  Federal  grant  assistance  may  be 
used  only  in  the  performance  of  the  ac¬ 
tivities  and  work  program  outlined  in  the 
commission’s  approved  financial  plan 
prepared  pursuant  to  paragraph  540.2a. 

(2)  The  procurement  of  supplies,  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  furniture,  and  serv¬ 
ices  shall  be  in  compliance  with  the 
standard  procurement  procedures  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  commission,  except  that 
such  procurement  should  be  channeled, 
to  the  extent  deemed  practicable  by  the 
commission,  through  the  established  pro¬ 
curement  channels  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce; 

(3)  The  rate  of  compensation  for  posi¬ 
tions  paid  from  grant  funds  shall  not 
exceed  the  rate  paid  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  similar  positions,  and  com¬ 
mission  employees  who  occupy  such  posi¬ 
tions  should  generally  meet  the  compa¬ 
rable  Federal  experience  and  educational 
requirements  for  similar  positions; 

(4)  Reimbursement  for  travel  costs, 
including  transportation,  food  and  lodg¬ 
ing  incurred  by  personnel  in  performance 
of  their  official  duties  while  away  from 
their  regular  place  of  duty,  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  that  provided  by  the  standard  travel 
regulations  of  the  Federal  Government; 

(5)  The  commission  shall  limit  both 
the  number  of  its  employees  and  the 
funds  spent  therefor  to  the  number  and 
amounts  set  forth  in  its  financial  plan 
as  approved  by  the  Secretary  or  the 
Special  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination,  except  that  this  limitation 
does  not  apply  to  additional  employees 
not  in  any  way  compensated  from  funds 
made  available  under  the  Federal  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense  grants; 

(6)  The  provisions  of  Title  VI  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964  shall  apply  to 
-the  Commission  as  an  agency  empow¬ 
ered  to  extend  Federal  financial  assist¬ 
ance  and  as  a  recipient  of  such  assist¬ 
ance.  The  Commission  shall  adopt  as  its 
own  the  Regulations  of  the  Department 
of  Commerce  implementing  Title  VI  (15 
CFR,  Subtitle  A,  Part  8).  The  Commis¬ 
sion  and  every  program  or  activity  re¬ 
ceiving  Federal  financial  assistance  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  from  or  through  the 
commission,  shall  be  subject  to  and  com¬ 
ply  with  those  Regulations.  Since  a  pri¬ 
mary  objective  of  such  Federal  financial 


assistance  is  to  provide  employment,  the 
employment  practices  provisions  of  those 
Regulations  shall  be  applicable  to  the 
commission  and  to  its  Federally  assisted 
programs  and  activities.  The  commis¬ 
sion  may  issue  rules,  regulations,  orders 
and  instructions  to  further  implement 
Title  VI  and  the  Regulations,  and  may 
obtain  assistance  from  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  with  its  concurrence,  to  aid 
the  commission  and  the  Federal  Cochair¬ 
man  in  carrying  out  its  responsibilities 
under  Title  VI  and  the  Regulations. 

(b)  In  appropriate  circumstances,  and 
after  due  notice  and  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing,  the  Secretary  or  the 
Special  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination  may  suspend  the  financial 
assistance  approved  under  this  subpart 
upon  a  formal  finding  that  the  com¬ 
mission  is  in  violation  of  the  terms  of 
the  grant  offer  or  the  provisions  of  these 
regulations. 

(c)  No  part  of  the  Federal  grant  funds 
shall  be  used,  either  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  to  assist,  solicit,  or  encourage  the 
relocating  of  any  business  establishment 
from  one  area  to  another  or  to  assist, 
solicit,  or  encourage  the  transfer  of  con¬ 
tract  or  subcontract  work  which  would 
result  in  a  transfer  of  jobs  causing  un¬ 
work  was  previously  performed,  or  to 
pay  any  part  of  the  compensation  or 
expense  of  employees  who  may  at  any 
time  engage  in  such  activities  for  which 
such  funds  may  not  be  used. 

(d)  The  commission  shall  keep,  and 
shall  require  its  grantees  and  contractors 
to  keep,  such  records  as  will  fully  dis¬ 
close  the  amount  and  disposition  of  the 
total  budgeted  funds,  the  purpose  of  the 
undertaking  for  which  such  funds  were 
used,  the  amount  and  nature  of  all 
contributions  from  other  sources,  and 
such  other  records  as  may  be  necessary. 
Records  pertaining  to  the  expenditures 
of  Federal  funds  should  be  preserved  for 
a  period  of  not  less  than  three  (3)  years 
following  disbursement  of  funds. 

(e)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  or  their  duly  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  shall  have  access  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  audit  and  examination  to  any 
books,  documents,  papers,  and  records  of 
the  commission  pertaining  to  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  Federal  funds  that  will 
facilitate  an  effective  audit. 

§  540.4  Financial  Plans. 

The  financial  plans  referred  to  in 
paragraph  540.2  and  subsequently  in 
paragraphs  550.3  and  560.1  shall  include, 
among  other  information  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  or  the  Special  Assistant  for 
Regional  Economic  Coordination,  pro¬ 
jected  financial  requirements  for  the 
year  on  a  quarterly  basis  indicating  pro¬ 
posed  funding  levels  by  program  or 
activity. 


PART  550— TECHNICAL  AND 
PLANNING  ASSISTANCE 

Sec. 

650.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

550.2  Type  and  form  of  assistance  by  the 

Secretary. 

550.3  Type  and  form  of  assistance  by  the 

Commissions. 
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Sec. 

550.4  Administrative  expense  grants  to 

substate  planning  and  development 
organizations. 

550.5  Limitations. 

Authority  :  42  U.S.C.  8181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11388.  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1967. 

§  550.1  Authority  and  Purpose. 

Section  505  of  the  Act  (42  UJ3.C.  3185) 
authorizes  technical  and  planning  assist¬ 
ance  to  further  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 
section  505(a)(2)  authorizes  the  com¬ 
missions  to  carry  out  a  program  of  tech¬ 
nical  assistance. 

§  550.2  Type  and  form  of  assistance  by 
the  Secretary. 

(a)  Technical  assistance  may  be 
undertaken  by  the  Secretary  or  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic  Co¬ 
ordination  either  (1)  on  his  own  initia¬ 
tive  with  respect  to  the  regions  generally 
or  with  respect  to  an  existing  or  proposed 
region  for  which  a  commission  has  not 
yet  been  formed,  or  (2)  upon  the  request 
of  any  regional  commission.  It  may  in¬ 
clude  studies  and  plans  evaluating  the 
needs  of.  and  developing  potentialities 
for,  the  economic  growth  of  such  region, 
and  research  on  improving  the  conserva¬ 
tion  of  human  and  natural  resources  of 
the  region,  and  demonstration  projects 
and  training  programs. 

(b)  Technical  assistance  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  through: 

(1)  Members  of  the  staff  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce; 

(2)  The  payment  of  funds  to  other 
departments  or  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government; 

(3)  The  employment  of  private  indi¬ 
viduals,  partnerships,  firms,  corporations, 
or  suitable  institutions,  under  contracts 
entered  into  for  such  purposes. 

(4)  Grants-in-aid  to  the  commissions. 

(c)  Hie  Secretary  or  the  Special  As¬ 
sistant  for  Regional  Economic  Coordi¬ 
nation  may  in  his  discretion  require  the 
repayment  of  technical  assistance  and 
prescribe  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
such  repayment. 

§  550.3  Type  and  form  of  assistance  by 
the  commissions. 

(a)  The  commissions  may  undertake 
planning  projects,  investigations,  studies, 
demonstration  projects  and  training  pro¬ 
grams  and  make  administrative  expense 
grants  to  substate  planning  and  develop¬ 
ment  organizations  (including  economic 
development  districts)  which  will  fur¬ 
ther  the  purposes  of  the  Act.  Such  activ¬ 
ities  shall  be  in  accord  with  the  commis¬ 
sion’s  annual  financial  plan  submitted  to 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary  or  the 
Special  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination.  , 

(b)  Technical  and  planning  assist¬ 
ance  may  be  provided  by  the  commissions 
through: 

(1)  The  payment  of  funds  to  depart¬ 
ments,  agencies  or  instrumentalities  of 
the  Federal  Government; 

(2)  Contracts  with  private  individ¬ 
uals,  partnerships,  firms,  corporations,  or 
suitable  Institutions;  or 

(3)  Grants-in-aid  to  agencies  of  State 
or  local  governments. 


(c)  In  the  case  of  demonstration 
projects  and  training  programs,  the  com¬ 
mission  shall  to  the  maximum  extent 
possible  carry  out  the  activity  through 
agencies  or  instrumentalities  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  or  of  State  or  local 
governments. 

§  550.4  Administrative  expense  grants 
to  substate  planning  and  develop¬ 
ment  organizations. 

(a)  The  commissions  may  provide  ad¬ 
ministrative  expense  grants  to  substate 
planning  and  development  organizations 
(including  economic  development  dis¬ 
tricts)  wholly  or  partially  within  the 
boundaries  of  their  economic  develop¬ 
ment  regions. 

(b)  To  be  eligible  for  administrative 
expense  grants  from  a  regional  commis¬ 
sion,  the  substate  organization  must  be 
established  pursuant  to  State  law  or  ap¬ 
plicable  executive  order  issued  by  the 
Governor.  Such  organizations  must  be 
multi-jurisdictional.  At  least  a  simple 
majority  of  the  organization’s  governing 
body  must  be  elected  officials  of  the  con¬ 
stituent  jurisdictions. 

(c)  Each  commission  may  determine 
the  amount  and  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  administrative  expense  grants  to 
substate  planning  and  development 
organizations,  provided  that  first  prior¬ 
ity  will  be  given  to  substate  organizations 
which  do  not  qualify  for  or  not  receiving 
administrative  expense  assistance  from 
the  Economic  Development  Administra¬ 
tion.  Applications  for  administrative  ex¬ 
pense  grants  filed  by  districts  organized 
or  funded  under  Economic  Development 
Administration  auspices  will  be  approved 
by  the  Federal  Cochairman  only  after  the 
application  has  been  reviewed  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for 
Economic  Development. 

§  550.5  Limitations. 

(a)  Technical  assistance  funds  may 
not  be  used  to  cover  the  cost  of  work 
already  performed  or  of  services  already 
provided. 

(b)  Technical  Information  resulting 
from  the  commission’s  activities  should 
be  freely  made  available  to  the  general 
public; 

(c)  The  commission  must  agree  to 
assign  any  patents  resulting  from  in¬ 
ventions  developed  through  Federal 
funds  to  the  Federal  Government; 

(d)  The  commission  must  agree  to  as¬ 
sign  any  copyrights  for  material  pro¬ 
duced  through  Federal  funds  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and  to  obtain  nec¬ 
essary  permissions  to  use  materials  copy¬ 
righted  by  others; 

(e)  Other  terms  and  conditions  may 
be  imposed  in  the  Offer  of  Grant  Assist¬ 
ance. 

(f)  In  appropriate  circumstances,  and 
after  due  notice  and  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  hearing,  the  Secretary  or  his 
Special  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination  may  suspend  the  financial 
assistance  approved  under  this  subpart 
upon  a  formal  finding  that  the  commis¬ 
sion  is  in  violation  of  the  terms  of  the 
grant  offer  or  the  provisions  of  these 
regulations. 


(g)  No  part  of  the  Federal  grant  funds 
shall  be  used,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  assist,  solicit,  or  encourage  and  relo¬ 
cating  of.  any  business  establishment 
from  one  area  to  another  or  to  assist, 
solicit,  or  encourage  the  transfer  of  con¬ 
tract  or  subcontract  work  which  would 
result  in  a  transfer  of  jobs  causing  unem¬ 
ployment  at  a  location  where  such  work 
was  previously  performed,  or  to  pay  any 
part  of  the  compensation  or  expense  of 
employees  who  may  at  any  time  engage 
in  such  activities  for  which  such  funds 
may  not  be  used. 

(h)  The  commission  shall  keep,  and 
shall  require  its  grantees  and  contrac¬ 
tors  to  keep  such  records  as  will  fully 
disclose  the  amount  and  disposition  of 
the  total  budgeted  funds,  the  purpose  of 
the  undertaking  for  which  such  funds 
were  used,  the  amount  and  nature  of  all 
contributions  from  other  sources,  and 
such  other  records  as  may  be  necessary. 
Records  pertaining  to  the  expenditures 
of  Federal  funds  should  be  preserved  for 
a  period  of  not  less  than  three  (3)  years 
following  disbursement  of  funds. 

(i)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  or  their  duty  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  shall  have  access  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  audit  and  examination  to  any 
books,  documents,  papers,  and  records  of 
the  commission  pertaining  to  the  ex¬ 
penditure  of  Federal  funds  that  will  fa¬ 
cilitate  an  effective  audit. 


PART  560— SUPPLEMENTS  TO 
FEDERAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 

Sec. 

560.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

560.2  Supplements  to  local  applicant’s 

share. 

560.3  Supplements  to  Federal  grant  agen¬ 

cies. 

560.4  Criteria  for  project  approval. 

560.5  Applications. 

560.6  Transfer  of  funds. 

560.7  Definition  of  Federal  grant-ln-ald 

programs. 

560.8  Records  retention. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  US.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1967. 

§  560.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

Section  509  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
3188a)  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  to  the  Federal  Cochairmen  of 
the  commissions  to  supplement  Federal 
grants-in-aid  to  States  and  other  entitles 
in  economic  development  regions  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  Act.  Such  funds  may  be 
provided  to  a  Federal  Cochairman  only 
after  a  comprehensive  long-range  plan 
has  been  established  pursuant  to  section 
503(a)(2)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3188(a) 
(2) )  and  in  accordance  with  the  annual 
financial  plan  submitted  to  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  or  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination. 

§  560.2  Supplement#  to  local  applicant’s 
share. 

The  supplemental  grant  may  be  used 
to  increase  the  Federal  contribution  to 
a  program  or  project  above  the  fixed 
maximum  otherwise  authorized  by  ap¬ 
plicable  law  upon  a  finding  by  the  com- 
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mission  that  the  applicant  is  financially 
unable  to  supply  the  required  matching 
portion  because  of  its  economic  situation. 

§  560.3  Supplements  to  Federal  grant 
agencies. 

The  supplemental  grant  may  be  used 
to  provide  all  or  any  portion  of  the  basic 
Federal  contribution  to  a  program  or 
project,  provided  that  such  contribution 
may  be  made  only  upon  the  certification 
by  the  responsible  Federal  official  ad¬ 
ministering  the  grant-in-aid  Act  that 
the  program  or  project  meets  all  of  the 
requirements  of  such  Federal  grant-in- 
aid  Act  and  could  be  approved  for  Fed¬ 
eral  contribution  if  funds  were  available 
under  such  Act  for  the  program  or  proj¬ 
ect. 

§  560.4  Criteria  for  project  approval. 

(a)  No  program  or  project  shall  be 
implemented  under  Section  509  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  3188a)  until  (1)  applica¬ 
tions  and  plans  relating  to  the  program 
or  project  have  been  determined  by  the 
responsible  Federal  official  to  be  compati¬ 
ble  with  the  provisions  and  objectives  of 
the  Federal  laws  which  he  administers 
which  are  not  inconsistent  with  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Works  and  Economic  Development 
Act,  as  amended,  and  (2)  the  Regional 
Commission  involved  has  approved  such 
program  or  project  and  has  determined 
that  it  meets  applicable  criteria  of  sec¬ 
tion  504  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3184) . 

(b)  The  Federal  portion  of  program 
or  project  costs  shall  not  be  increased 
in  excess  of  the  percentages  established 
by  each  commission  and  in  no  event  shall 
they  exceed  80  percent  of  project  costs. 

§  560.5  Applications. 

An  application  for  a  grant  under  sec¬ 
tion  509  of  the  Act  shall  be  made  through 
the  State  member  of  the  Commission 
representing  the  applicant.  The  State 
member  shall  evaluate  the  application 
for  approval  and  only  applications  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  appropriate  State  mem¬ 
ber  as  meeting  requirements  for  assist¬ 
ance  shall  be  approved  for  assistance  by 
the  Commission. 

§  560.6  Transfer  of  funds. 

The  Federal  Cochairmen  will  transfer 
such  funds  to  the  basic  Federal  grant 
agency  administering  the  grant  program 
or  project  being  supplemented  pursuant 
to  a  grant  agreement  between  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairman  and  the  appropriate 
official  of  the  basic  agency. 

§  560.7  Definition  of  Federal  grant-in- 
aid  programs. 

The  term  “Federal-grant-in-aid  pro¬ 
grams”  as  used  in  this  subpart  means 
all  Federal  grant-in-aid  programs  in 
existence  on  or  before  December  31, 1970, 
assisting  in  the  acquisition  of  land  or 
the  construction  or  equipment  of  facili¬ 
ties,  including  but  not  limited  to  grant- 
in-aid  programs  authorized  by  title  I  of 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  and  by  the  following  Acts: 
Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act; 
Watershed  Protection  and  Flood  Preven¬ 
tion  Act;  title  VI  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act;  Vocational  Education  Act 


of  1963;  Library  Services  Act;  Federal 
Airport  Act;  part  IV  of  Title  m  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934;  Higher 
Education  Facilities  Act  of  1963;  Land 
and  Water  Conservation  Fund  Act  of 
1965;  and  National  Defense  Education 
Act  of  1958.  The  term  shall  not  include 
any  program  in  which  loans  or  other 
Federal  financial  assistance,  except  a 
grant-in-aid  program,  are  authorized  by 
the  Public  Works  and  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  or  any  other  Act. 

§  560.8  Records  retention. 

(a)  The  commission  shall  keep,  and 
shall  require  its  grantees  and  contractors 
to  keep,  such  records  as  will  fully  dis¬ 
close  the  amount  and  disposition  of  the 
total  budgeted  funds,  the  purpose  of  the 
undertaking  for  which  such  funds  were 
used,  the  amount  and  and  nature  of  all 
contributions  frbm  other  sources,  and 
such  other  records  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary.  Records  pertaining  to  the  expendi¬ 
tures  of  Federal  funds  should  be  pre¬ 
served  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  three 
(3)  years  following  disbursement  of 
funds. 

(b)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  and 
the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United 
States  or  their  duly  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  shall  have  access  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  audit  and  examination  to  any 
books,  and  documents,  papers,  and  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  commission  pertaining  to  the 
expenditure  of  Federal  funds  that  will 
facilitate  an  effective  audit. 

PART  580— COORDINATION 

Sec. 

680.1  Authority  and  purpose. 

680.2  Role  of  the  Federal  Cochairmen. 

680.3  Procedures  for  coordination. 

680.4  Coordination  with  the  Economic 

Development  Administration. 

680.6  Coordination  with  other  Federal 

agencies. 

Authority:  42  TJ.S.C.  3181  et  seq.;  42  U.S.C. 
3211;  Executive  Order  11386,  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1967. 

§  580.1  Authority  and  purpose.  _ 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  author¬ 
ized  by  section  601(a)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3201)  and  by  Executive  Order 
11386,  as  amended,  to  coordinate  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  Federal  Cochairmen  ap¬ 
pointed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  In  addition,  section  511  of  the  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  3190)  provides  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  shall  coordinate  his  activities  In 
making  grants  and  loans  and  providing 
technical  assistance  under  the  Act  with 
regional  commissions  and  that  regional 
commissions  in  turn  coordinate  their 
grant  and  technical  assistance  activities 
with  the  Secretary.  The  purpose  of  this 
subpart  is  to  outline  a  procedure  for  in¬ 
suring  that  such  coordination  is  effec¬ 
tively  carried  out. 

§  580.2  Role  of  the  Federal  Cochairmen. 

Federal  Cochairmen  appointed  by  the 
President  to  Regional  Action  Planning 
Commissions  are  responsible  for  actively 
presenting  to  their  commissions  the  pol¬ 
icies  and  viewpoints  of  the  Federal  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Branch.  Each  Federal  Cochair¬ 
man  has  the  additional  responsibility  of 
providing  the  individual  or  collective  po¬ 


sitions  of  the  State  Members  (Governors) 
of  his  commission  to  departments  and 
agencies  of  the  Executive  Branch  on 
matters  pertinent  to  the  development  of 
the  commission’s  program. 

§  580.3  Procedures  for  coordination. 

In  carrying  out  their  assigned  respon¬ 
sibilities,  the  Federal  Cochairmen  shall 
maintain  a  close  working  relationship 
with  the  Secretary  through  the  Special 
Assistant  for  Regional  Economic  Coordi¬ 
nation,  keep  the  appropriate  Federal  de¬ 
partments  and  agencies  informed  of  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects  to  be  considered  by 
the  commissions.  Pursuant  to  this  re¬ 
sponsibility,  each  Federal  Cochairman 
shall: 

(a)  Provide  periodic  reports  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  or  Special  Assistant  as  may  be 
prescribed,  setting  forth  the  major  pol¬ 
icy  issues  expected  to  arise  in  the  course 
of  the  program  and  to  be  considered  by 
the  regional  commission;  and 

<b)  Keep  the  Secretary  advised  of 
matters  affecting  the  Federal  interest  in 
his  region. 

(c)  Execute  and  perform  all  responsi¬ 
bilities  assigned  to  the  Federal  Cochair¬ 
men  by  Executive  Order  11386. 

§  580.4  Coordination  with  the  Economic 
Development  Administration. 

(a)  The  Federal  Cochairmen  and  the 
Special  Assistant  for  Regional  Economic 
Coordination  shall  meet  regularly  with 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Economic 
Development  to  insure  that  their  respec¬ 
tive  programs  are  coordinated  and  do  not 
overlap,  duplicate,  or  compete.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Cochairmen  shall  establish  and 
maintain  comparable  coordination  rela¬ 
tionships  with  the  appropriate  regional 
directors  of  the  Economic  Development 
Administration. 

(b)  Upon  request  of  the  Economic 
Development  Administration  the  Federal 
Cochairman  will  provide  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Economic  Development  and 
the  appropriate  Economic  Development 
Administration  regional  director  with 
commission  comments  on  any  EDA  proj¬ 
ect  or  program  wholly  or  partially  located 
within  the  boundaries  of  the  commission. 

(c)  Each  Federal  Cochairman  shall 
insure  that  all  Economic  Development 
Administration  regional  directors  with 
programs  in  his  commission  area  are  in¬ 
vited  to  participate  in  the  development 
of  overall,  commission  planning  docu¬ 
ments  and  are  provided  copies  of  com¬ 
pleted  planning  documents  and  revisions. 

(d)  Each  Federal  Cochairman  shall  re¬ 
quest  review  and  comment  by  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Economic  Development 
of  all  applications  for  technical  assist¬ 
ance  filed  with  his  commission  by  dis¬ 
tricts  organized  under  Economic  De¬ 
velopment  Administration  auspices. 

§  580.5  Coordination  with  other  Federal 
agencies. 

(a)  Each  Federal  Cochairman  will  con¬ 
sult  with  the  regional  directors  of  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  with  programs  in  his 
commission  area  as  his  commission 
formulates  regional  development  plans 
and  plans  the  commission’s  work  pro¬ 
gram.  The  formulation  of  regional  coun- 
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terparts  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Council 
on  Regional  Economic  Development  is 
encouraged  as  a  means  of  such  consulta¬ 
tion  and  coordination. 

(b)  Each  Federal  Cochairman  Is  en¬ 
couraged  to  cooperate  and  work  with  the 
Federal  Regional  Council,  or  Councils, 
with  responsibilities  in  his  commission 
area  as  a  further  means  of  program 
coordination. 

|FR  Doc.7&-21696  Filed  8-18-75;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service 
[45  CFR  Parts  206, 233  ] 

PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE 

Prior  Month  Budgeting,  Monthly  Reporting 
and  Income  Averaging 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  regu¬ 
lations  set  forth  in  tentative  form  below 
are  proposed  by  the  Acting  Administra¬ 
tor,  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Service, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  The 
proposed  regulations  are  designed  to 
formalize  the  procedures  under  which 
the  Social  and  Rehabilitaiton  Service 
will  institute  a  system  of  prior  month 
budgeting.  This  regulation  would  require 
the  States  to  utilize  a  “prior  month 
budgeting"  system,  which  would  assist 
in  curtailing  the  high  error  rates  that 
follow  from  the  traditional  practice  of 
calculating  grants  on  the  basis  of  pros¬ 
pective  circumstances  and  infrequent 
recipient  reporting.  By  reducing  errors, 
the  proposed  change  should  result  in 
substantial  (Federal  and  State)  savings 
in  AFDC  expenditures. 

This  regulation  would  require: 

1.  That  the  State  plan  specify  a  30  day 
budget  period  and  a  corresponding  pay¬ 
ment  month. 

2.  That  eligibility  and  the  amount  of 
assistance  be  established  on  the  basis  of 
circumstances  during  a  fixed  budget  pe¬ 
riod.  However,  this  would  wot  preclude  a 
State  from  promptly  terminating  or  ad¬ 
justing  the  assistance  payment  when  it 
has  knowledge  of  changes  in  circum¬ 
stances,  other  than  Income  changes,  sub¬ 
sequent  to  the  budget  period  and  prior 
to  the  payment  month. 

3.  That  for  applicants,  the  budget  pe¬ 
riod  shall  be  the  30  day  period  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  to  the  date  of  application. 

4.  That  the  payment  month  begin  no 
later  than  34  days  after  the  end  of  the 
corresponding  prior  month  budget  period. 

5.  That  an  individual  employed  under  a 
contract  shall  have  the  income  from  such 
contract  apportioned  equally  over  the  full 
period  of  the  contract,  even  though  the 
Income  from  such  contract  is  received  in 
fewer  months  than  are  covered  by  the 
contract. 

6.  That  recipients  erf  AFDC  make 
timely  and  accurate  monthly  reports  of 
their  current  Income,  resources  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  on  forms  provided  by  the 
State  agency. 

Prior  month  budgeting  combined  with 
monthly  reporting  will  supply  adminis¬ 
tering  agencies  with  timely  and  accurate 


figures  reflecting  a  recipient  family’s  cir¬ 
cumstances.  A  monthly  report  of  actual 
income  received  is  more  likely  to  provide 
an  accurate  basis  for  benefit  adjustment 
than  a  prospective  estimate  based  on 
uncertain  future  circumstances.  States 
presently  utilizing  monthly  reports  by 
recipients  have  reported  substantial  cost 
savings  from  reductions  in  overpayments 
and  payments  to  ineligibles. 

It  is  possible  that  some  applicants  for 
AFDC  will  have  to  be  enrolled  in  Emer¬ 
gency  Assistance  or  General  Assistance 
until  their  income  in  the  appropriate 
budget  period  will  have  dropped  to  eligi¬ 
bility  levels.  This  will  result  in  an  increase 
in  State  costs.  This  possibility  is  mini¬ 
mized,  however,  by  the  fact  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  initial  budget  period  is  not  nec¬ 
essarily  the  regular  budget  period. 
Rather,  that  initial  budget  period  is  the 
30  days  immediately  prior  to  the  date  of 
application.  This  brings  the  budget  pe¬ 
riod  as  close  as  possible  to  the  applica¬ 
tion.  This  facet  of  the  regulation  should 
reduce  the  States’  dependency  on  alter¬ 
native  programs  and  minimize  the  hard¬ 
ship  to  the  applicants,  since  they  do  not 
have  to  wait  until  the  end  of  a  regular 
budget  period  before  receiving  a  pay¬ 
ment. 

Additionally,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
regulations  to  prevent  States  from  using 
the  same  budget  period  for  the  Initial 
payment  and  the  second  payment,  which 
further  limits  the  need  to  rely  on  other 
programs,  such  as  General  Assistance,  for 
short-term  aid. 

Thus,  although  it  is  anticipated  that 
State  costs  will  Increase  as  applicants 
are  referred  to  alternative  programs,  the 
increase  should  be  nominal  and  should 
be  more  than  offset  by  savings  in  total 
AFDC  payments.  In  fact,  even  including 
increased  administrative  costs,  most 
States  will  be  net  gainers  after  imple¬ 
menting  prior  month  budgeting  and 
monthly  reporting.  These  savings  could 
then  be  channeled  by  the  States,  at  their 
choosing,  into  other  program  changes 
which  would  benefit  those  in  greatest 
need.  This  pattern  has  been  followed  in 
some  states  that  have  already  adopted 
prior  month  budgeting.  The  Secretary 
believes  that  this  procedural  reform  will 
further  the  proper  and  efficient  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  States’  plans  serving  the 
dual  purposes  of  maintaining  the  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  public  fisc  (thereby  preserv¬ 
ing  public  confidence  in  the  program) 
and  assuring  the  States  are  able  to  devote 
their  resources  to  providing  maximum 
amounts  of  assistance  to  eligible  persons. 

As  an  example  of  how  these  procedures 
might  be  implemented,  assume  that  a 
State  elects  to  take  advantage  of  the 
maximum  time  allowed  to  pass  between 
the  budget  period  and  the  payment 
month.  Thus,  if  the  payment  month  is 
May,  the  budget  period  would  be  March, 
which  is  within  the  34  day  limit.  (Note 
that  April  may  also  be  chosen  as  the 
budget  period  for  May  if  States  choose 
to  have  a  shorter  administrative  period.) 

Most  states  elect  to  issue  and  mail 
their  payments  on  or  about  the  first  of 
each  payment  month,  but  this  is  not 
required  by  the  regulations  and  checks 
may  be  Issued  and  mailed  later  in  the 


month.  Also,  the  regulations  do  not  re¬ 
quire  any  waiting  period  once  initial 
eligibility  is  established.  Payments  may 
be  made  at  once  based  on  circumstances 
in  the  legally  appropriate  budget 
period. 

In  States  which  elect  to  have  a  maxi¬ 
mum  administrative  period.  May  pay¬ 
ments  to  existing  recipients  would,  of 
course,  always  be  based  on  March  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  the  above  example.  How¬ 
ever,  the  budget  period  for  applicants 
is  the  30  day  period  immediately  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  application.  Thus, 
if  a  qualified  family  applies  for  assist¬ 
ance  on  May  1,  the  May  payment  would 
not  be  based  on  circumstances  in 
March,  when  income  might  have  been 
higher  than  the  maximum  allowed  for 
eligibility,  but  rather  on  circumstances 
in  April,  the  30  days  immediately  prior 
to  the  date  of  application.  The  second 
payment  to  the  family,  which  would  be 
made  in  June,  would  be  based  on  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  the  normal  budget  period, 
which  again  would  be  April.  The  use  of 
April  as  the  budget  period  for  both  May 
and  June  is  not  prohibited  with  respect 
to  applications. 

In  general,  the  monthly  reporting  of 
circumstances  will  be  sufficient  for  the 
agency  to  take  note  of  changes.  However, 
if  the  agency  learns  of  a  change  in  cir¬ 
cumstances  which  has  occurred  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  end  of  the  budget  period 
but  prior  to  the  payment  month,  it  must 
take  appropriate  action.  For  example, 
if  a  family’s  circumstances  change  after 
March  31  in  the  above  example,  the  May 
payment  has  to  be  changed  as  follows: 

If  the  change  involves  the  size  or 
make-up  of  the  family,  the  May  payment 
should  be  adjusted  or  terminated  ac¬ 
cordingly.  Thus,  if  a  woman  with  one 
child  has  another  child  in  April,  her 
May  payment  must  be  increased.  If  the 
one  child  ceases  to  be  an  eligible  member 
of  the  household  in  April  (say  because 
of  age) ,  her  May  payment  must  be  ter¬ 
minated.  The  May  payment  for  con¬ 
tinuing  eligibles,  however,  cannot  be 
altered  on  the  basis  of  income  changes 
which  occur  subsequent  to  the  budget 
period,  which  in  this  case  is  March. 

The  Secretary  recognizes  that  imme¬ 
diate  implementation  of  this  regulation 
may  not  be  feasible,  particularly  in 
States  which  currently  have  substantially 
different  procedures  or  staffing  prob¬ 
lems.  Although  it  is  expected  that  the 
new  procedures  will  be  put  into  effect 
within  a  minimal  period  of  time.  States 
and  agencies  are  encouraged  to  use  the 
comment  period  to  suggest  a  reasonable 
length  for  that  period. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  proposed 
regulations,  consideration  will  be  given 
to  written  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  thereto  addressed  to  the  Acting 
Administrator,  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service,  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare,  P.O.  Box  2382,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20013,  and  received  on  or 
before  September  18,  1975. 

Such  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  room  5225  of  the 
Department’s  offices  at  330  C  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  beginning  ap¬ 
proximately  two  weeks  after  publication 
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of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
on  Monday  through  Friday  of  each  week 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  (area  code 
202-245-0950). 

(Sec.  1102,  49  Stat.  647  (42  DS.C.  1302) 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.761,  Public  Assistance-Mainte¬ 
nance  Assistance  (State  Aid) ) 

Dated:  June  27, 1975. 

John  A.  Svahn, 

Acting  Administrator,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  August  8,  1975. 

Caspar  W.  Weinberger, 

Secretary. 

Parts  206  and  233,  Chapter  n.  Title  45 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  206.10  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (ii)  and  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (a)  (13)  and  new  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (3)  and  (b)  (4),  to  read  as  set 
forth  below: 

§  206.10  Application,  determination  of 

eligibility  and  furnishing  of  assist¬ 
ance. 

(a)  State  plan  requirements.  A  State 
plan  under  title  I,  IV-A,  X,  XIV,  XVI,  or 
XIX  of  the  Social  Security  Act  shall 
provide  that: 

*  *  ♦  *  • 

(2)  (i)  Applicants  shall  be  informed 
about  the  eligibility  requirements  and 
their  rights  and  obligations  under  the 
program.  Under  this  requirement  indi¬ 
viduals  are  given  information  in  written 
form,  and  orally  as  appropriate,  about 
coverage,  conditions  of  eligibility,  scope 
of  the  program,  and  related  services 
available,  and  the  rights  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  applicants  for  and  recipients 
of  assistance.  Specifically  developed  bul¬ 
letins  or  pamphlets  explaining  the  rules 
regarding  eligibility  and  appeals  in  sim¬ 
ple,  understandable  terms,  are  publicized 
and  available  in  quantity. 

(ii)  (A)  Procedures  shall  be  adopted 
which  are  designed  to  assure  that  recipi¬ 
ents  make  timely  and  accurate  reports  of 
any  change  in  circumstances  which  may 
affect  their  eligibility  or  the  amount  of 
assistance;  and 

(B)  For  the  program  administered  un¬ 
der  title  IV-A,  all  recipients  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  accurate  monthly  reports, 
on  a  form  provided  by  the  agency,  con¬ 
cerning  their  current  income  and  re¬ 
sources,  and  any  other  circumstances 
which  may  affect  their  eligibility  or  the 
amounts  of  assistance. 

•  •  *  *  * 

(13)  With  respect  to  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  programs.  State  agency  will  use 
a  “prior  month  budget  period”  and  a 
“payment  month",  as  defined  in-  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section,  in  initiating, 
adjusting,  continuing,  or  terminating  as¬ 
sistance  payments.  Under  this  require¬ 
ment,  the  plan  shall  specify  the  “prior 
month  budget  period”  and  the  corre¬ 


sponding  “payment  month”  used  by  the 
agency.  (The  prior  month  budget  period 
does  not  apply  to  Emergency  Assistance 
and  AFDC  Foster  Care  under  title  IV-A.) 

(b)  Definitions.  For  purposes  of  this 
section: 

(1)  “Applicant”  is  a  person  who  has, 
directly,  or  through  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  where  incompetent  or  inca¬ 
pacitated,  through  someone  acting  re¬ 
sponsibly  for  him,  made  application  for 
public  assistance  from  the  agency  admin¬ 
istering  the  program,  and  whose  applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  terminated. 

(2)  “Application”  is  the  action  by 
which  an  individual  indicates  in  writing 
to  the  agency  administering  public  as¬ 
sistance  his  desire  to  receive  assistance. 
The  relative  with  whom  a  child  is  living 
or  will  live  ordinarily  makes  application 
for  the  child  for  AFDC.  An  application  is 
distinguished  from  an  inquiry,  which 
is  simply  a  request  for  information 
about  eligibility  requirements  for  public 
assistance. 

Such  inquiry  may  be  followed  by  an 
application. 

(3)  “Prior  month  budget  period” 
means  a  specific  fiscal  or  calendar  month 
established  by  the  State  agency.  The  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  assistance  unit  during 
that  period  provide  the  basis  for  eligi¬ 
bility  and  the  amount  of  assistance  for 
the  specific  corresponding  payment 
month,  which  must  begin  no  later  than 
34  days  after  the  end  of  the  budget  pe¬ 
riod.  With  respect  to  applicants,  the 
budget  period  shall  be  the  30  days  im¬ 
mediately  prior  to  the  date  of  applica¬ 
tion.  Nothing  in  this  definition  shall  re¬ 
lieve  the  agency  of  the  responsibility  to 
promptly  terminate  or  adjust  the  assist¬ 
ance  payment  when  it  has  knowledge  of 
changes,  other  than  changes  in  income, 
subsequent  to  the  budget  period  and  prior 
to  the  payment  month. 

(4)  “Payment  month"  means  the  spe¬ 
cific  fiscal  or  calendar  month  for  which 
a  particular  assistance  payment  (or  two 
successive  payments,  if  the  State  pays  on 
a  semi-monthly  basis)  is  received.  The 
payment  month  must  begin  no  later  than 
34  days  after  the  end  of  the  correspond¬ 
ing  prior  month  budget  period. 

2.  Section  233.20(a)  (3)  is  amended  by 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (x)  to  read  as 
set  forth  below: 

§  233.20  Need  and  amount  of  assistance. 

(a)  Requirements  for  State  plans. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(3)  Income  and  resources;  OAA, 
AFDC,  AB,  APTD  and  AABD. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(x)  Provide  that  when  an  individual 
is  employed  under  a  contract  his  income 
from  such  contract  will  be  averaged  over 
the  total  period  of  the  contract,  begin¬ 
ning  with  the  first  month  of  the  contract, 
even  though  income  under  such  contract 
is  received  in  fewer  months  than  are 
covered  by  the  contract. 

[FR  Doc.75-21699  riled  8-18-75; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
[  24  CFR  °art  42  ] 

(Docket  No.  R-75-241] 

RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  AND  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  AND  REAL  PROPERTY  ACQUISITION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

On  February  20, 1975,  at  40  FR  7602,  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  amended  Title  24,  Part  42,  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  to  sim¬ 
plify  and  consolidate  certain  provisions 
of  the  HUD  relocation  regulations  and 
to  incorporate  revised  guidelines  issued 
since  enactment  of  the  Uniform  Reloca¬ 
tion  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Ac¬ 
quisition  Policies  Act  of  1970.  The 
amended  regulations  became  effective 
with  respect  to  displacement  on  and  after 
March  31,  1975.  As  additional  changes  to 
those  regulations  are  determined  to  be 
appropriate,  such  changes  will  be  indi¬ 
vidually  proposed. 

The  Department  has  now  completed 
a  study  of  alternative  approaches  for 
setting  fair  and  equitable  limits  cm  costs 
related  to  the  move  of  displaced  business 
concerns  and  farm  operations  when 
changes  are  required  at  the  replacement 
location  in  order  to  permit  resumption 
of  operations.  The  Department  proposes, 
therefore,  to  amend  §  42.65(b)  of  the 
regulations  accordingly. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  dis¬ 
tinguish  between  “installation”  costs 
fully  compensable  as  an  actual  reason¬ 
able  moving  expense  (§  42.65(b)  (2) )  and 
other  costs  incurred  by  the  business  con¬ 
cern  to  make  the  replacement  building 
or  site  suitable  for  the  resumption  of  op¬ 
erations  (§  42.65(b)  (6) ).  Allowable  costs 
for  the  latter  category  would  be  limited 
to:  (1)  Those  incurred  to  conform  to  ap¬ 
plicable  laws  or  ordinances,  and  (2)  those 
incurred  to  adapt  or  convert  relocated 
machinery  or  equipment  to  the  use  of  the 
power  supply  or  other  utilities  at  the  re¬ 
placement  site  or  to  modify  the  utilities 
to  accommodate  the  relocated  items. 
These  costs  would  be  compensated  up  to 
a  limited  amount — 5  percent  of  the  total 
moving  expenses  of  the  business  concern 
or  $5,000,  whichever  is  the  greater 
amount,  but  not  in  excess  of  actual  costs. 
No  compensation  would  be  made  for  the 
cost  of  new  construction  of  a  structure. 
Also,  the  State  agency  would  be  required 
to  deduct  from  the  cost  of  changes  at  the 
replacement  site  any  amount  which  was 
paid  for  a  similar  improvement  as  a  part 
of  the  cost  of  acquiring  the  structure 
formerly  occupied  by  the  business  con¬ 
cern.  This  modifies  present  policy  under 
which  the  deductible  amount  is  limited 
to  the  amount,  if  any,  received  by  the 
displaced  business  concern. 

One  additional  change  should  be  noted 
In  $  42.65(b)  (6) ;  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  clarifies  that  to  be  eligible  for 
compensation,  any  change  made  by  the 
business  concern  must  be  determined  by 
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the  State  agency  to  be  required  by  law 
or  ordinance  and  necessary  to  the  re¬ 
establishment  of  the  business.  Language 
in  the  corresponding  subparagraph  of 
the  present  regulations  (8  42.65(b)(2) 
(iv) )  states  that  the  change  must  be 
found  by  the  State  agency  to  be  required 
by  law  or  ordinance  or  to  be  otherwise 
necessary  to  the  reestablishment  of  the 
displaced  business. 

A  conforming  change  to  related  ad¬ 
ministrative  procedures  set  forth  in  HUD 
Handbook  1371.1  REV  (Relocation  Poli¬ 
cies  and  Procedures),  to  be  issued  con¬ 
currently  with  the  amendment  of  §  42.65 
(b)  of  the  regulations,  would  explain  the 
regulatory  change  and  provide  guidelines 
for  its  implementation.  For  example, 
present  paragraph  6-17  in  the  Handbook 
(“Utility  and  Services  Lines”)  would  be 
replaced  by  a  new  paragraph  6-17  cov¬ 
ering  “installation”  costs.  The  new  para¬ 
graph  6-17  would  explain  the  coverage 
intended  under  §  42.65(b)  (2)  of  the 
amended  regulations,  indicating  that 
eligible  installation  costs  may  Include 
amounts  incurred  by  a  business  concern 
for: 

1.  Connection  of  relocated  or  substitute 
machinery,  equipment,  or  trade  fixtures 
to  available  utility  services  (e.g.,  plugging 
in  an  electrical  connection  to  an  outlet 
or  wall  panel  or  connecting  equipment  to 
a  water  supply  or  drain)  to  the  extent 
that  such  services  were  required  in  the 
old  location  in  connection  with  the  relo¬ 
cated  items  or  the  items  for  which  a  sub¬ 
stitute  is  used  at  the  new  location. 

2.  Modifications  to  a  structure  which 
are  necessary  to  place  the  relocated  or 
substitute  machinery,  equipment,  or 
trade  fixtures  at  the  replacement  site 
(e.g.,  removing  and  replacing  doors,  par¬ 
titions,  or  similar  modifications  to  permit 
entry  of  the  relocated  or  substitute 
items) . 

3.  Alterations  to  a  structure  which  are 
necessary  to  restore  the  relocated  or  sub¬ 
stitute  machinery,  equipment,  or  trade 
fixtures  to  a  functional  state  (e.g.,  con¬ 
struction  of  foundations,  concrete  pads, 
or  similar  appurtenances) . 

The  new  paragraph  6-17  would  make 
clear  that  the  foregoing  types  of  installa¬ 
tion  costs  may  not  be  construed  to  per¬ 
mit  the  inclusion  of  any  cost  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  new  structure  or  the  sub¬ 
stantial  rehabilitation  of  an  existing 
structure  to  rehouse  the  relocated  or 
substitute  machinery,  equipment,  or 
trade  fixtures. 

Present  paragraph  6-21  in  the  Hand¬ 
book  (Physical  Changes  and  Conversion 
of  Equipment  at  Relocation  Site)  would 
be  completely  revised  to  reflect  the  new 
regulatory  provision  in  8  42.65(b)  (6) ,  in¬ 
dicating  the  types  of  changes  at  the  re¬ 
placement  site  whose  costs  might  be  in¬ 
cludable  as  a  moving  expense,  citing 
examples  of  laws  or  ordinances  which 
might  require  changes  to  be  made  at 
the  replacement  location,  explaining  the 
formula  for  establishing  the  maximum 
dollar  amount  includable,  and  specifying 
nonallowable  amounts. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 


rule  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  statements.  Communications  should 
Identify  the  proposed  rule  by  above 
docket  number  and  title,  and  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Rules  Docket  Clerk, 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  Room  10245, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment,  451  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  All  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  received  on  or  before  September 
22,  1975,  will  be  considered  before  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  final  rule.  Copies  of  comments 
submitted  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  during  business  hours  at  the  above 
address. 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  required  with  respect  to  this  rule. 
The  finding  of  inapplicability  is  avail¬ 
able  for  examination  during  business 
hours  in  the  office  of  the  Rules  Docket 
Clerk  at  the  above  address. 

Accordingly,  the  Department  proposes 
to  revise  8  42.65(b)  by  deleting  present 
subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  and  sub¬ 
stituting  therefor  revised  subparagraphs 

(1)  and  (2)  clarifying  the  types  of  in¬ 
stallation  costs  that  may  be  considered 
to  be  eligible  as  a  moving  expense  and 
by  adding  a  new  subparagraph  (6)  set¬ 
ting  forth  a  revised  policy  governing  the 
eligibility  of  costs  incurred  by  a  business 
concern  for  changes  made  at  its  replace¬ 
ment  location.  Present  8  42.65(a)  and  the 
proposed  revision  of  8  42.65(b)  are  as 
follows: 

§  42.65  Actual  reasonable  moving  ex* 
penses. 

(a)  General.  A  State  agency  shall 
make  a  payment  to  a  displaced  person 
who  satisfies  the  pertinent  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  42.55  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  section,  for  actual  reason¬ 
able  expenses  specified  below  and  subject 
to  the  limitations  set  forth  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section  for  moving  himself, 
his  family,  business,  farm  operation  or 
other  personal  property.  In  all  cases  the 
amount  of  a  payment  shall  not  exceed 
the  cost  of  the  least  expensive  feasible 
method  of  accomplishing  the  activity  in 
connection  with  which  a  claim  has  been 
filed,  as  determined  by  the  State  agency. 
The  moving  and  related  expenses  for 
which  claims  may  be  filed  shall  include: 

(1)  Transportation  not  to  exceed  a 
distance  of  50  miles  from  the  site  from 
which  displaced,  except  where  the  State 
agency  determines  that  relocation  be¬ 
yond  such  distance  of  50  miles  is  justi¬ 
fied; 

(2)  Packing,  crating,  unpacking  and 
uncrating  personal  property; 

(3)  Such  storage  of  personal  property, 
for  a  period  generally  not  to  exceed  12 
months,  as  the  State  agency  determines 
to  be  necessary  in  connection  with  relo¬ 
cation; 

(4)  Insurance  of  personal  property 
while  in  storage  or  transit;  and 

(5)  The  reasonable  replacement  value 
of  property  lost,  stolen  or  damaged  (not 
through  the  fault  or  negligence  of  the 
displaced  person,  his  agent,  or  employee) 
in  the  process  of  moving,  where  insur¬ 
ance  covering  such  loss,  theft  or  damage 
is  not  reasonably  available. 


(b)  Actual  reasonable  moving  ex¬ 
penses — displaced  business  concerns  and 
farm  operations.  In  addition  to  those 
compensable  expenses  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section,  a  displaced 
business  concern  or  farm  operation  may 
file  a  claim  for  the  following  moving  and 
related  expenses: 

(1)  Disconnecting,  dismantling,  and 
removing  machinery,  equipment,  or  other 
personal  property  not  acquired  by  the 
State  agency; 

(2)  Installing  relocated  or  substitute 
machinery,  equipment,  or  other  personal 
property  at  the  replacement  location; 

(3)  The  cost  of  any  license,  permit  or 
certification  required  by  a  displaced 
business  concern  to  the  extent  such  cost 
is  necessary  to  the  reestablishment  of  its 
operation  at  a  new  location; 

(4)  The  cost  of  any  professional  serv¬ 
ices  necessary  to  the  planning,  prepara¬ 
tion  for  or  accomplishment  of  a  move  by 
a  displaced  business  concern,  or  its  re¬ 
establishment  at  a  new  location,  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  limited  to,  architects’,  at¬ 
torneys’  or  engineers'  fees,  or  con¬ 
sultants’  charges; 

(5)  Where  an  item  of  personal  prop¬ 
erty  which  Is  used  in  connection  with  any 
business  or  farm  operation  is  not  moved 
but  is  replaced  with  a  comparable  item, 
reimbursement  in  an  amount  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  (i)  the  replacement  cost,  minus  any 
proceeds  received  from  its  sale,  or  (ii) 
the  estimated  cost  of  moving,  whichever 
is  less;  and 

(6)  Subject  to  the  limitations  imposed 
by  this  subparagraph,  the  cost  of  (i)  any 
addition,  improvement,  alteration,  or 
other  change  in  or  to  any  existing  struc¬ 
ture  or  its  premises,  or  to  relocated  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  or  other  personal 
property,  which  was  required  to  render 
the  structure,  premises,  machinery, 
equipment,  or  other  personal  property 
suitable  for  the  displaced  business :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  State  agency  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  change  was  required  by 
law  or  ordinance  and  necessary  to  the 
reestablishment  of  the  displaced  busi¬ 
ness,  and  (ii)  adapting  or  converting  re¬ 
located  machinery,  equipment,  or  other 
personal  property  to  the  use  of  the  power 
supply  or  other  utilities  at  the  replace¬ 
ment  site  or  modifying  the  utilities  to 
accommodate  the  relocated  items.  Claims 
for  payment  under  this  subparagraph 
shall  be  subject  to  the  following  limita¬ 
tions: 

(A)  Costs  shall  not  exceed  5  percent 
of  the  total  eligible  moving  expenses  of 
the  business  concern  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  the  changes,  or  $5,000,  whichever 
is  the  greater  amount,  but  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  changes; 
and 

(B)  The  local  agency  shall  deduct  from 
the  cost  of  any  changes  at  the  replace¬ 
ment  site  the  amount,  if  any,  which  was 
paid  as  compensation  for  similar  im¬ 
provements  at  the  former  location  and 
which  was  included  in  the  total  acqui¬ 
sition  price  paid  by  the  State  agency  for 
the  structure  and  premises. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(Sec.  7(d)  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act,  42  USC  3535(d)) 
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It  Is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  Impacts  of  the  proposed 
rule  have  been  carefully  evaluated  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  OMB  Circular  A- 107. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  13, 
1975. 


Carla  A.  Hills, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 


[FR  Doc.75-21732  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  amj 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-GL-56] 

MILITARY  OPERATING  AREA 
Proposed  Establishment 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  military  operating  area  (MOA) 
within  the  area  bounded  by  the  following 
coordinates: 

Latitude  47*15'  N.,  longitude  92*13'  W.  to 
latitude  48*16'  N„  longitude  92*55'  W.  to  lati¬ 
tude  47*59'  N.,  longitude  91*85'  W.  to  lati¬ 
tude  47*50'  N.,  longitude  90*40'  W.  to  lati¬ 
tude  47*12'  N.,  longtitude  91*53'  W.  thence 
via  a  25  nautical  mile  arc  of  the  Duluth  mili¬ 
tary  TACAN  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

This  MOA  will  be  operational  days 
only.  The  altitude  of  the  area  will  be 
from  10,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  180.  Military 
acrobatic,  transition  and  competence 
training  is  presently  conducted  in  this 
area.  The  same  operations  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  MOA. 

The  purpose  of  a  MOA  is  to  indicate  on 
aeronautical  charts  the  type  of  military 
operations  conducted  in  an  area.  Military 
operations  in  this  area  will  be  conducted 
under  VFR  conditions.  No  flight  restric¬ 
tions  or  additional  communications  re¬ 
quirements  will  be  imposed  on  other  VFR 
operations.  IFR  operations  will  be  re¬ 
routed  or  provided  IFR  separation  with 
the  military  operations  within  the  area. 
Information  on  military  activity  in  these 
areas  will  be  provided  pilots  in  in-flight 
and  pre-flight  briefings.  This  MOA  will 
have  the  name  "Snoopy”. 

In  order  to  establish  the  MOA,  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  will  have  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  in  this  area  and  the  airway  be¬ 
tween  Duluth  and  Ely,  Minnesota,  will 
have  to  be  revoked  from  10,000  feet  MSL 
and  above.  It  is  proposed  to  complete  the 
establishment  of  controlled  airspace  with 
a  base  of  1,200  feet  AGL  in  the  few  areas 
within  Minnesota  not  now  so  designated 
and  to  lower  the  base  of  some  airways 
in  the  northern  part  of  the  state  to  1,200 
feet  AGL  to  conform  with  all  others  in 
the  state. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Great  Lakes  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  2300  East  Devon, 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  Septem¬ 


ber  18,  1974,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contemplated 
at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for  in¬ 
formal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  confer¬ 
ences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writing 
in  accordance  with  this  notice  in  order 
to  become  part  of  the  record  for  consid¬ 
eration.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  hereinafter  set 
forth: 

In  §  71.123,  the  following  airways  are 
amended: 

V55— delete  “13  miles,  29  miles,  27  MSL”  and 

“7  miles,  58  miles  30  MSL,  31  miles  28 

MSL”. 

V82— delete  “20  mUes,  51  miles,  29  MSL”. 

V129 — delete  “24  miles,  47  miles  30 MSL”  and 

“24  mUes  30  MSL”  and  "25  mUes  30  MSL”. 
V161— delete  “15  miles,  59  miles,  30  MSL”. 
VI 77 — add  “excluding  the  airspace  10,000 

MSL  and  above  Duluth  to  Ely”. 

In  §  71.181  <40  FR  441),  the  following 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Minnesota 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  Section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348) ,  and  of  Section  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  Au¬ 
gust  1, 1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-21691  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-96] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
that  would  alter  the  Cheraw,  S.C.,  tran¬ 
sition  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  September  18,  1975, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 


ments  for  informal  conference  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch.  Any 
data,  views  or  arguments  presented  dur¬ 
ing  such  conferences  must  also  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Cheraw  transition  area  described 
in  §  71.181  (40  FR  441)  would  be  amended 
as  follows : 

"...  to  the  VOR  .  .  .”  would  be 
deleted  and  “.  .  .  to  the  VOR;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  251*  bearing 
from  the  Cheraw  RBN  (Lat.  34°44'47" 
N.,  Long.  79*50'40"  W.),  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  area  to  the  RBN  .  .  .** 
would  be  substituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
IFR  aircraft  executing  the  proposed 
NDB  RWY  25  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  to  Cheraw  Municipal  Airport, 
utilizing  the  Cheraw  (private)  nondirec- 
tional  radio  beacon. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  August  7, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-21693  Piled  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-97] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Marion,  S.C.,  transition 
area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  September  18, 1975, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 
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The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Marion  transition  area  described 
in  8  71.181  (40  FR  441)  would  be  amended 
as  follows: 

.  .  VORTAC  excluding  the  portion 
that  coincides  with  the  Florence  transi¬ 
tion  area  .  .  would  be  deleted  and 

.  .  VORTAC:  within  3  miles  each  side 
of  the  211°  bearing  from  Marion  RBN 
(Lat.  34°11'06”  N.,  Long.  7.9°20'00"  W.), 
extending  from  the  6-mile  radius  area  to 
8.5  miles  southwest  of  the  RBN ;  exclud¬ 
ing  the  portion  within  Florence  transi¬ 
tion  area  . . would  be  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

The  proposed  alteration  is  required  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
IFR  aircraft  executing  the  proposed  NDB 
RWY  4  instrument  approach  procedure 
to  Marion  County  Airport,  utilizing  the 
Marion  (private)  nondirectional  radio 
beacon. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a) ) 
and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  August  8, 
1975. 

Philip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-21692  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

[  16  CFR  Part  444  ] 

CREDIT  PRACTICES 

Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Propose  Issues 
of  Fact  in  Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  Credit 
Practices  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  11, 1975  (40  FR  16347) . 
The  time  for  filing  such  proposals,  as  sub¬ 
sequently  extended,  was  July  10,  1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  regu¬ 
lation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing 
such  proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supple¬ 
ment  proposals  previously  filed,  taking 
into  consideration  the  final  procedural 
rules  adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  18,  1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemaking, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
10580. 

Issued:  August  19,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21683  Filed  8-18-75; 8: 46  am] 


[16  CFR  Part  447] 

DISCLOSURE  REGULATIONS  CONCERN¬ 
ING  RETAIL  PRICES  FOR  PRESCRIP¬ 
TION  DRUGS 

Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Propose  Issues 
of  Fact  in  Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  Dis¬ 
closure  Regulations  Concerning  Retail 
Prices  For  Prescription  Drugs  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June  4, 
1975  (40  FR  24031).  The  time  for  filing 
such  proposals  was  August  4,  1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  regu¬ 
lation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing 
such  proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supple¬ 
ment  proposals  previously  filed,  taking 
into  consideration  the  final  procedural 
rules  adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  18, 1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemaking, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

Issued:  August  19,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21684  FUed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[  16  CFR  Part  437] 

FOOD  ADVERTISING 

Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Propose  Issues 
of  Fact  in  Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  Food 
Advertising  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  28,  1975  (40  FR 
23086).  The  time  for  filing  such  pro¬ 
posals  was  July  28, 1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  reg¬ 
ulation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing 
such  proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supple¬ 
ment  proposals  previously  filed,  taking 
into  consideration  the  final  procedural 
rules  adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  18,  1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemaking, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

Issued:  August  19, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21680  Filed  8  18-75; 8: 45  am] 


[16  CFR  Part  440] 

HEARING  AID  INDUSTRY 

Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Propose  Issues 
of  Fact  in  Proposed  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  the 
Hearing  Aid  Industry  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  24,  1975 
(40  FR  26646).  The  time  for  filing  such 
proposals  was  August  25,  1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  reg¬ 
ulation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing  such 
proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supplement 
proposals  previously  filed,  taking  into 
consideration  the  final  procedural  rules 
adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  24,  1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemaking, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection,  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20580. 

Issued:  August  19,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-21679  FUed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[16  CFR  Part  441] 

MOBILE  HOMES  SALES  AND  SERVICE 

Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Propose  Issues 
of  Fact  in  Proposal  Trade  Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  Mo¬ 
bile  Homes  Sales  and  Service  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May 
29,  1975  (40  FR  23334).  The  time  for 
filing  such  proposals  was  July  29,  1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  regu¬ 
lation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing  such 
proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supplement 
proposals  previously  filed,  taking  into 
consideration  the  final  procedural  rules 
adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  18, 1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the 
Special  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemak¬ 
ing,  Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

Issued:  August  19, 1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21682  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 
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[  16  CFR  Part  438  ] 

PROPRIETARY  VOCATIONAL  AND  HOME 
STUDY  SCHOOLS 

Notice  of  Change  in  Closing  Date  To  Pro¬ 
pose  Issues  of  Fact  in  Proposed  Trade 

Regulation  Rule 

Notice  of  opportunity  to  propose  issues 
of  specific  fact  regarding  the  proposed 
Trade  Regulation  Rule  concerning  Pro¬ 
prietary  Vocational  and  Home  Study 
Schools  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  15,  1975  (40  FR  21048) . 
The  time  for  filing  such  proposals  was 
July  14,  1975. 

The  Commission  has  now  finalized  the 
rules  of  procedure  governing  trade  regu¬ 
lation  rule  proceedings  and  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  all  interested  parties  should 
be  afforded  additional  time  for  filing 
such  proposals,  or  to  amend  or  supple¬ 
ment  proposals  previously  filed,  taking 
into  consideration  the  final  procedural 
rules  adopted.  Accordingly,  the  record  in 
this  proceeding  will  remain  open  for  that 
purpose  until  September  18, 1975. 

Proposed  issues  of  fact  concerning  the 
proposed  Rule  may  be  filed  with  the 
Special  Assistant  Director  for  Rulemak¬ 
ing,  Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection, 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

Issued:  August  19,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21681  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
[  39  CFR  Parts  762,  763,  764  ] 
DISBURSEMENT  POSTAL  MONEY  ORDERS 
Proposed  Authorization 

The  Postal  Service  proposes  to  amend 
Chapter  I  of  Title  39,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  by  renaming  Subchapter 
J  and  by  adding  new  Parts  762,  763,  and 
764.  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  authorize  a  new  series  of  postal  money 
orders,  designated  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders.  This  new  series  will  be 
paid  and  processed  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  presently  existing  series  of  postal 
money  orders,  which  are  available  for 
purchase  by  the  public.  However,  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Orders  will  dif¬ 
fer  from  other  postal  money  orders  in 
that  they  will  be  used  by  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  exclusively  for  payment  of  certain 
postal  obligations  and  will  not  be  made 
available  for  purchase  from  the  Postal 
Service  by  the  public. 

In  addition,  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  will  differ  both  in  legal 
effect  and  physical  appearance  from 
postal  money  orders  that  are  generally 
available  for  purchase  from  the  Postal 
Service. 

With  respect  to  legal  effect,  the  dif¬ 
ference  will  be: 

(a)  Payment  order.  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders  will  contain  words 
of  negotiability — “Pay  to  the  Order  of” 
— compared  to  the  words  “pay  to”  on  ex¬ 
isting  series  of  postal  money  orders: 


(b)  Endorsements.  Disbursement  Post¬ 
al  Money  Orders  will  not  be  limited  in 
number  of  endorsements,  whereas  exist¬ 
ing  series  of  postal  money  orders  are 
limited  to  one  endorsement; 

(c)  Non-expiration.  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders  will  be  payable 
without  limitation  of  time,  whereas  ex¬ 
isting  series  of  postal  money  orders  ex¬ 
pire  after  20  years; 

(d)  No  waiting  period  for  rcissuance. 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders  will 
not  have  a  required  waiting  period  prior 
to  filing  a  claim  for  reissuance  on  ac¬ 
count  of  loss,  theft,  and  the  like,  whereas 
existing  series  of  postal  money  orders 
have  a  waiting  period  of  60  days;  and 

(e)  Not  cashable  at  post  offices.  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Orders  will  not 
generally  be  cashable  at  post  offices, 
whereas  existing  series  of  money  orders 
are. 

The  physical  differences  will  be: 

(a)  Color.  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Orders  will  be  medium  green  compared 
with  the  yellow  color  of  existing  series 
of  postal  money  orders  available  for 
purchase  from  the  Postal  Service; 

(b)  Descriptive  statement.  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders,  unlike  ex¬ 
isting  series  of  postal  money  orders,  will 
have  printed  on  their  face,  “This  special 
money  order  is  drawn  by  the  Postal 
Service  to  pay  one  of  its  own  obliga¬ 
tions.”; 

(c)  Optical  scanning  line.  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders,  unlike  the 
existing  series  of  postal  money  orders, 
available  at  post  offices,  will  not  have 
a  line  of  data  printed  near  the  top  in 
a  printing  font  to  be  read  by  optical 
scanning  equipment;  and 

(d)  Serial  number.  Serial  numbers  for 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders, 
which  will  be  printed  both  in  the  MICR 
line  and  in  the  upper  left  quadrant,  will 
be  in  the  range  6,600,000,000  to  7,900,- 
000,000  reserved  exclusively  for  this  type 
money  order. 

Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders  are 
intended  to  promote  efficiency  in  the  fi¬ 
nancial  administration  of  the  Postal 
Service  by  accomplishing  several  par¬ 
ticular  objectives: 

(a)  Reduction  in  Postal  Service  costs 
of  printing  and  disbursing  payment 
documents; 

(b)  Prompt  Postal  Service  response 
to  proof  of  payment  inquiries; 

(c)  Rapid  and  accurate  reconciliation 
of  outstanding  payment  documents; 

(d)  Generation  of  additional  data  for 
control  of  Postal  Service  funds ;  and 

(e)  Enhancement  of  Postal  Service 
capability  for  efficient  management  and 
utilization  of  cash  balances  in^bnform- 
ity  with  sound  business  practice  and  the 
policy  of  the  Postal  Reorganization  Act. 

.  These  objectives  will  be  accomplished 
specifically  through: 

(a)  High  speed  processing  of  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Orders  made 
possible  by  their  production  in  the  form 
of  continuous  paper  documents; 

(b)  Final  processing  by  the  Postal 
Service  of  its  own  paid  items;  and 


(c)  Diminished  reliance  by  the  Postal 
Service  on  the  U.S.  Treasury  for  pay¬ 
ments  services. 

Because  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Orders  will  have  physical  and  negoti¬ 
ability  characteristics  different  from 
existing  postal  money  orders  available 
for  purchase  by  the  public  from  the 
Postal  Service,  Postal  Service  regulations 
governing  the  latter  type  postal  money 
order  will  not  be  applicable  to  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders.  Accordingly, 
the  Postal  Service  proposes  to  amend 
Chapter  I  of  Title  39,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  by  renaming  Subchapter  J 
and  by  addition  of  new  Parts  762,  763, 
and  764.  The  purpose  of  these  parts  will 
be  to  govern  issuance,  processing,  and 
legal  characteristics  of  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders.  The  regulations  in 
these  parts  are  similar  to  those  govern¬ 
ing  United  States  Treasury  checks. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  con¬ 
cerning  this  proposed  change  in  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  General  Manager,  Financial 
Planning,  Office  of  the  Treasurer, 
Finance  Department,  U.S.  Postal  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.  20260.  All  comments 
received  on  or  before  September  18,  1975 
will  be  considered  by  the  Postal  Service 
prior  to  taking  action  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  Although  exempt  from  the 
requirements  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  553  (b) ,  (c) )  re¬ 
garding  proposed  rule-making,  39  U.S.C. 
410(a),  the  Postal  Service  invites  public 
comment  on  the  following  proposed 
amendment  to  chapter  I  of  Title  39  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations: 

In  39  CFR,  Subchapter  J  is  renamed 
and  new  Parts  762,  763,  and  764  are 
added  and  read  as  follows. 

Loots  A.  Cox, 
General  Counsel. 

1.  It  is  proposed  to  rename  Subchap¬ 
ter  j,  “Postal  Service  Debt  Obligations; 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders.” 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  add  new  parts 
762,  763,  and  764  as  follows. 

PART  762— DISBURSEMENT  POSTAL 
MONEY  ORDERS 

Sec. 

762.1  General. 

762.2  Definitions. 

762.3  Issuance. 

762.4  Amounts  for  which  disbursement 

postal  money  orders  may  be  Issued. 

762.5  Postal  Service  payments  not  made  by 

disbursement  postal  money  order. 

Authority:  39  U.S.C.  401(2),  401(3),  401 
(4),  401(10),  and  404(6).  r 

§  762.1  General. 

The  Postal  Service,  at  its  discretion, 
issues  a  specialized  postal  money  order, 
designated  a  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order  in  payment  of  Postal  Service  obli¬ 
gations.  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
ders  are  distinguishable  on  their  face 
from  other  postal  money  orders  in  the 
following  ways: 

(a)  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
ders  have  words  of  negotiability — “Pay 
to  the  order  of” — printed  on  their  face, 
while  other  postal  money  orders  simply 
bear  the  words  “Pay  to”  on  their  face; 
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(b)  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
ders,  unlike  other  postal  money  orders, 
bear  on  their  face  the  phrase,  “This  spe¬ 
cial  money  order  is  drawn  by  the  Postal 
Service  to  pay  one  of  its  own  obliga¬ 
tions.”;  and 

(c)  The  amounts  of  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders  are  printed  in 
words  as  well  as  numbers,  while  the 
amounts  of  postal  money  orders  avail¬ 
able  at  post  offices  are  printed  in  num¬ 
bers  only. 

§  762.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  Parts  762,  763,  and  764  of 
this  chapter,  the  term: 

(a)  “Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
der”  means  a  money  order  (described 
in  Parts  762,  763,  and  764)  issued  by  the 
Postal  Service  to  pay  one  of  its  own 
obligations. 

(b)  “Federal  Reserve  Bank”  means  a 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  or  branch  thereof. 

(c)  “Financial  organization”  means 
any  bank,  savings  bank,  savings  and  loan 
association  or  similar  institution,  or  Fed¬ 
eral  or  State  chartered  credit  union. 

(d)  “Person”  or  “persons”  means  an 
Individual  or  individuals,  or  an  organiza¬ 
tion  or  organizations,  whether  incorpo¬ 
rated  or  not,  including  all  forms  of  bank¬ 
ing  institutions. 

(e)  “Presenting  Bank”  means  a  bank 
or  depositor  which  presents  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders  to  and  re¬ 
ceives  credit  therefor  from  a  Federal 
Reserve  Bank. 

(f)  “Reclamation”  means  the  action 
taken  by  the  Postal  Service  to  obtain 
refund  of  the  amounts  of  paid  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders. 

<g)  “Postal  Service”  means  the  United 
States  Postal  Service. 

§  762.3  Issuance. 

Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders 
are  issued  solely  by  Postal  Data  Centers 
and  solely  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
Postal  Service  obligations.  Accordingly, 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders  may 
be  issued  in  lieu  of  U.S.  Treasury  checks. 

§  762.4  Amounts  for  which  disburse¬ 
ment  postal  money  orders  may  be 
issued. 

Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders 
may  be  issued  for  any  amount  appro¬ 
priate  to  pay  Postal  Service  Obligations. 
There  is  no  maximum  amount  above 
which  a  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
der  may  not  be  issued. 

§  762.5  Postal  Service  payments  not 
made  by  disbursement  postal  money 
order. 

Postal  Service  payments  not  made  by 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Order  are 
made  by  cash,  U.S.  Treasury  Check,  or 
by  regular  postal  money  order. 


PART  763— ENDORSEMENTS,  PAYMENT, 
GUARANTIES,  WARRANTIES  AND  PROC¬ 
ESSING  OF  DISBURSEMENT  POSTAL 
MONEY  ORDERS 

Sec. 

763.1  Scope. 

763.2  Definitions. 

763.3  General  rules. 

763.4  Guaranty  of  endorsements. 


Sec. 

763.6  Reclamation  of  amounts  of  paid  dis¬ 
bursement  postal  money  orders. 

763.6  Postal  Faculties  not  to  cash  disburse¬ 

ment  postal  money  orders. 

763.7  Processing  of  disbursement  postal 

money  orders  by  federal  reserve 
banks. 

763 A  Release  of  original  disbursement 
postal  money  orders. 

763.9  Endorsement  of  disbursement  postal 

money  orders  by  payees. 

763.10  Disbursement  postal  money  orders 

Issued  to  Incompetent  payees. 

763.11  Disbursement  postal  money  orders 

issued  to  deceased  payees. 

Authority:  39  TJ.S.C.  401(2),  401(3), 

401(4), 401(10), and  404(6). 

§  763.1  Scope. 

The  regulations  in  this  part  prescribe 
the  requirements  for  endorsement  and 
the  conditions  for  payment  of  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders  drawn  by  the 
Postal  Service. 

§  763.2  Definitions. 

For  definitions  applicable  to  this  Part 
see  §  762.2  of  this  chapter. 

§  763.3  General  rules. 

All  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders 
drawn  by  the  Postal  Service  are  payable 
without  limitation  of  time.  The  Postal 
Service  shall  have  the  usual  right  of  a 
drawee  to  examine  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  presented  for  payment 
and  refuse  payment  of  any  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders,  and  shall  have  a 
reasonable  time  to  make  such  examina¬ 
tion.  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  paid  by  the  Postal 
Service  only  after  first  examination  has 
been  fully  completed.  If  the  Postal  Serv¬ 
ice  is  on  notice  of  a  doubtful  question  of 
law  or  fact  when  a  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Order  is  presented  for  payment, 
payment  will  be  deferred  pending  settle¬ 
ment  by  the  Postal  Service. 

§  763.4  Guaranty  of  endorsements. 

The  presenting  bank  and  the  endorsers 
of  a  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Order 
presented  to  the  Postal  Service  for  pay¬ 
ment  shall  be  deemed  to  guarantee  to  the 
postal  Service  that  all  prior  endorse¬ 
ments  are  genuine,  whether  or  not  an 
express  guaranty  is  placed  on  the  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Order.  When 
the  first  endorsement  has  been  made  by 
one  other  than  the  payee  personally, 
the  presenting  bank  and  the  endorsers 
shall  be  deemed  to  guarantee  to  the  Post¬ 
al  Service,  in  addition  to  other  warran¬ 
ties,  that  the  person  who  so  endorsed 
had  unqualified  capacity  and  authority 
to  endorse  the  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Order  on  behalf  of  the  payee. 

§  763.5  Reclamation  of  amount*  of  paid 
disbursement  postal  money  orders. 

The  Postal  Service  shall  have  the  right 
to  demand  refund  from  the  presenting 
bank  of  the  amount  of  a  paid  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Order  if  after  pay¬ 
ment  the  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order  is  found  to  bear  a  forged  or  un¬ 
authorized  endorsement,  or  an  endorse¬ 
ment  by  another  for  a  deceased  payee 


where  the  right  to  the  proceeds  of  such 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Orders  ter¬ 
minated  upon  the  death  of  the  payee,  or 
to  contain  any  other  material  defect  or 
alteration  which  was  not  discovered  upon 
first  examination.  If  refund  is  not  made, 
the  Postal  Service  shall  take  such  action 
against  the  proper  parties  as  may  be 
necessary  to  protect  its  interests. 

§  763.6  Postal  facilities  not  to  cash  dis¬ 
bursement  postal  money  orders. 

Post  offices  and  other  postal  facilities 
shall  not  be  expected  to  cash  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders  or  to  retiim 
cash  for  endorsed  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  offered  in  payment  for 
postal  service  in  amounts  less  than  the 
value  of  a  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order.  However,  properly  endorsed  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Orders  may  be 
accepted  as  total  or  partial  payment  for 
postal  services. 

§  763.7  Processing  of  disbursement 
postal  money  orders  by  federal  re¬ 
serve  banks. 

In  accordance  with  an  agreement  be¬ 
tween  the  Postal  Service  and  the  Treas¬ 
ury  Department,  Federal  Reserve  Banks 
are  instructed  pursuant  to  12  U.S.C.  391 
to  process  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Orders  as  follows: 

(a)  Federal  Reserve  Banks  shall  not 
be  expected  to  cash  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  presented  directly  to  them 
for  payment:  and 

(b)  Each  Federal  Reserve  Bank  shall: 

(1)  Receive  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  from  its  member  banks, 
non-member  clearing  banks,  or  other 
depositors  who  guarantee  all  prior  en¬ 
dorsements  thereon: 

(2)  Give  immediate  credit  therefor  in 
accordance  with  its  current  Time  Sched¬ 
ules  and  charge  the  amount  of  the  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Orders  cashed 
or  otherwise  received  to  the  account  of 
the  Postal  Service,  subject  to  examina¬ 
tion  and  payment  by  the  Postal  Service; 
and 

(3)  Forward  the  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Orders  to  the  Postal  Service. 

§  763.8  Release  of  original  disburse¬ 
ment  postal  money  orders. 

An  original  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Order  may  be  released  to  a  re¬ 
sponsible  endorser  only  upon  receipt  of 
a  properly  authorized  request  showing 
the  reason  it  is  required. 

§  763.9  Endorsement  of  disbursement 
.  postal  money  orders  by  payees. 

(a)  General  requirements.  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Orders  shall  be  en¬ 
dorsed  by  the  payee  or  the  payees  named, 
or  by  another  on  behalf  of  such  payee  or 
payees  as  set  forth  in  this  Part  763.  The 
forms  of  endorsement  shall  conform  to 
those  recognized  by  general  principles 
of  law  and  commercial  usage  for  the  ne¬ 
gotiation,  transfer,  or  collection  of  ne¬ 
gotiable  instruments. 

(b)  Endorsement  of  disbursement  pos¬ 
tal  money  orders  by  a  financial  organi¬ 
zation  under  the  payee's  authorization. 
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When  a  Disbursement  Postal  Money  Or¬ 
der  is  credited  by  a  financial  organiza¬ 
tion  to  the  payee’s  account  under  his  au¬ 
thorization,  the  financial  organization 
may  use  an  endorsement  substantially  as 
follows: 

Credit  to  the  account  of  the  within-named 
payee  in  accordance  with  payee’s  or  payees’ 
instructions.  Absence  of  endorsement  guar¬ 
anteed. 

A  financial  organization  using  this  form 
of  endorsement  shall  be  deemed  to  guar¬ 
antee  to  all  subsequent  endorsers  and 
to  the  Postal  Service  that  it  is  acting  as 
an  attorney  in  fact  for  the  payee  or 
payees,  under  his  or  their  authorization. 

(c)  Endorsement  of  disbursement 
postal  money  orders  drawn  in  favor  of 
financial  organizations.  All  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Orders  drawn  in  favor  of 
financial  organizations,  for  credit  to  the 
accounts  of  persons  designating  payment 
so  to  be  made,  shall  be  endorsed  in  the 
name  of  the  financial  organization  as 
payee  in  the  usual  manner. 

§  763.10  Disbursement  postal  money 
orders  issued  to  incompetent  payees. 

(a)  If  the  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order  is  endorsed  by  a  legal  guardian 
or  other  fiduciary  and  presented  for  pay¬ 
ment  by  a  bank  it  will  be  paid  by  the 
Postal  Service  without  submission  to  the 
Postal  Service  of  documentary  proof  of 
authority  of  the  guardian  or  other 
fiduciary. 

(b)  If  a  guardian  has  not  been  or 
will  not  be  appointed,  the  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Order  shall  be  forwarded 
to  the  Money  Order  Division,  Postal 
Data  Center,  P.O.  Box  14963,  St.  Louis, 
MO  63182,  with  a  full  explanation  of  the 
circumstances. 

§  763.11  Disbursement  postal  money 
orders  issued  to  deceased  payees. 

(a)  If  the  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order  is  endorsed  by  an  Executor  or  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  presented  for  payment 
by  a  bank  it  will  be  paid  by  the  Postal 
Service  without  submission  to  the  Postal 
Service  of  documentary  proof  of  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Executor  or  Administrator. 

.(b)  If  an  Executor  or  Administrator 
has  not  been  appointed  or  if  there  is 
doubt  as  to  whether  the  proceeds  of  the 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Order  pass 
to  the  estate  of  the  deceased  payee,  the 
instrument  should  be  returned  to  the 
Money  Order  Division,  Postal  Data  Cen¬ 
ter,  P.O.  Box  14963,  St.  Louis,  MO  63182, 
for  determination  whether,  under  ap¬ 
plicable  laws,  payment  is  due,  and  for 
reissuance  to  the  appropriate  payee. 


PART  764 — ISSUANCE  OF  SUBSTITUTES 
FOR  LOST,  DESTROYED,  MUTILATED, 
AND  DEFACED  DISBURSEMENT  POST¬ 
AL  MONEY  ORDERS 

Sec. 

764.1  Advice  of  non-receipt,  loss,  destruc¬ 

tion,  or  mutilation. 

764.2  Request  for  substitute  disbursement 

postal  money  order;  requirements 
for  undertaking  of  indemnity. 

764.3  Issuance  of  substitute  disbursement 

postal  money  order. 


Sec. 

764.4  Receipt  or  recovery  of  disbursement 
postal  money  order. 

764.6  Removal  of  stoppage  of  payment. 

Authority:  39  U.S.C.  {401(2),  401(3), 
401 (4), 401 (10).  and  404(6). 

§  764.1  Advice  of  non-receipt  or  loss, 
destruction,  or  mutilation. 

(a)  In  the  event  of  the  non-receipt, 
loss,  or  destruction  of  a  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Order,  or  the  mutilation 
or  defacement  of  a  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Order  to  an  extent  which  renders 
it  non-negotiable,  the  owner  should  im¬ 
mediately  contact  the  Money  Order  Divi¬ 
sion,  Postal  Data  Center,  P.O.  Box  14963, 
St.  Louis,  MO  63182,  describing  the  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Mopey  Order,  stating 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  Issued,  giv¬ 
ing,  if  possible,  its  date,  number,  and 
amount,  and  requesting  that  payment 
be  stopped.  In  cases  involving  mutilated 
or  defaced  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Orders  the  owner  should  enclose  the 
mutilated  or  defaced  item  with  his  com¬ 
munication. 

<b)  If  the  Disbursement  Postal  Money 
Order,  which  is  the  basis  of  the  owner’s 
claim,  is  determined  to  be  outstanding, 
the  Money  Order  Division  shall  furnish 
the  claimant  an  appropriate  application 
form  for  obtaining  a  substitute  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Order.  However,  the 
execution  of  an  application  shall  not  be 
required  in  the  event  the  original  written 
statement  submitted  by  the  claimant 
substantially  meets  the  requirements  of 
the  prescribed  application  form. 

§  764.2  Request  for  substitute  disburse¬ 
ment  postal  money  orders;  require¬ 
ments  for  undertaking  of  indemnity. 

In  the  case  of  a  request  for  a  substitute 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  order: 

(a)  An  undertaking  of  indemnity  in 
penal  sum  equal  to  the  amount  of  the 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Order  shall, 
unless  otherwise  provided  in  this  sec¬ 
tion,  be  executed  by  the  claimant,  as  may 
be  required  by  the  Postal  Service,  and 
submitted  to  the  Money  Order  Division. 

(b)  Unless  the  Postal  Service  deter¬ 
mines  that  an  undertaking  of  indemnity 
is  essential  in  the  public  interest,  no 
undertaking  of  indemnity  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  in  the  following  classes  of  cases: 

(1)  If  the  Postal  Service  is  satisfied 
that  the  loss,  theft,  destruction,  mutila¬ 
tion  or  defacement  occurred  wihout  fault 
of  the  owner  or  holder,  and  while  the 
Disbursement  Postal  Money  Order  was 
in  the  custody  or  control  of  the  Postal 
Service; 

(2)  If  substantially  the  entire  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Order  is  pre¬ 
sented  and  surrendered  by  the  owner  or 
holder  and  the  Postal  Service  is  satisfied 
as  to  the  identity  of  the  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Order  presented  and  that 
any  missing  portions  are  not  sufficient 
to  form  the  basis  of  a  valid  claim  against 
the  Postal  Service; 

(3)  If  the  Postal  Service  is  satisfied 
that  the  original  Disbursement  Postal 
Money  Order  is  not  negotiable  and  can¬ 
not  be  made  the  basis  of  a  valid  claim 
against  the  Postal  Service;  or 


(4)  If  the  amount  of  the  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Order  is  not  more  than 
$200. 

§  764.3  Issuance  of  sbbstilulc  disburse¬ 
ment  postal  money  order. 

Upon  approval  of  the  undertaking  of 
indemnity,  application,  or  statement  of 
claim,  the  Money  Order  Division  shall 
issue  to  the  claimant  a  substitute  Dis¬ 
bursement  Postal  Money  Order  showing 
such  information  as  may  be  necessary 
to  identify  the  original  instrument. 

§  764.4  Receipt  or  recovery  of  original 
disbursement  postal  money  order. 

(a)  If  the  original  Disbursement 
Postal  Money  Order  is  received  or  re¬ 
covered  by  the  owner  after  he  has  re¬ 
quested  the  Postal  Service  to  stop  pay¬ 
ment  on  the  original  but  before  a 
substitute  has  been  received,  he  should 
immediately  advise  the  Money  Order  Di¬ 
vision  and  hold  such  original  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Order  until  receipt 
of  instructions  with  respect  to  its 
negotiabitily. 

(b)  If  the  original  Disbursement  Pos¬ 
tal  Money  Order  is  received  by  the  owner 
after  a  substitute  has  been  received  by 
him,  the  original  shall  not  be  cashed,  but 
shall  be  immediately  forwarded  to  the 
Money  Order  Division.  Under  no  circum¬ 
stances  shall  both  the  original  and  sub¬ 
stitute  be  cashed. 

§  764.5  Removal  of  .stoppage  of  pay¬ 
ment. 

Requests  for  removal  of  stoppage  of 
payment  shall  be  addressed  to  the  Money 
Order  Division.  No  request  for  removal  of 
stoppage  of  payment  shall  be  accepted 
after  issuance  of  a  substitute  Disburse¬ 
ment  Postal  Money  Order  has  been 
approved. 

[FR  Doc.75-21731  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[  13  CFR  Part  121  ] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  SIZE  STANDARDS 

Definition  of  Small  Business  Special  Trade 
Contractor  (Construction) 

On  June  5,  1975,  the  Small  Business 
Administration  proposed  increasing  the 
definition  of  small  business  in  terms  of 
“dollars”  to  account  for  the  effects  of 
inflation  subsequent  to  the  time  that  each 
such  standard  was  adopted.  Excepted 
from  the  proposal  were  the  definitions 
of  a  small  special  trade  contractor  (con¬ 
struction)  because  a  proposed  increase 
was  already  under  consideration  in  the 
case  of  such  industries. 

Prior  to  March  18, 1974,  a  concern  was 
small  for  the  purpose  of  bidding  on  Gov¬ 
ernment  procurements  for  special  trade 
construction  if  its  average  annual  re¬ 
ceipts  for  its  preceding  3  fiscal  years  did 
not  exceed  $7.5  million,  which  was  the 
same  standard  applicable  to  procure¬ 
ments  for  general  construction.  Further, 
until  February  14,  1974,  a  concern  pri¬ 
marily  engaged  in  any  one  of  the  special 
trade  construction  industries  was  small 
for  the  purpose  of  an  SBA  loan  if  its  an¬ 
nual  receipts  for  its  preceding  fiscal  year 
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did  not  exceed  $5  million,  which  was  the 
same  financial  assistance  size  standard 
applicable  to  general  contractors. 

On  February  14,  1974,  we  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  new  special  trade 
size  standards  both  for  procurement  and 
business  loan  purposes.  These  new  stand¬ 
ards  were  $1  million  or  $2  million  in  an¬ 
nual  receipts,  depending  on  the  indus¬ 
try  involved. 

Almost  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
such  standards,  we  began  to  receive  com¬ 
plaints  from  individual  concerns  and 
trade  associations  alleging  that  concerns 
that  could  qualify  under  the  new  low 
standards  were  not  large  enough  to  per¬ 
form  the  Substantial  sized  contracts  set 
aside  for  small  business,  and  that  the 
entire  small  business  set-aside  program 
in  this  field  would  be  seriously  impaired. 
That  this  was  true  was  evidenced  by  a 
proposal  by  the  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  rescind  the  policy  under 
which  its  construction  contracts  between 
$500,000  and  $1  million  in  estimated  value 
are  automatically  set  aside  for  award  to 
small  business.  Further,  our  own  field 
office  and  Central  Office  procurement 
personnel  warned  that  in  many  areas 
there  was  inadequate  competition  under 
the  new  standards  to  support  small  busi¬ 
ness  set-aside  procurements. 

While  three  or  four  companies  have 
indicated  the  desirability  of  continuing 
the  low  standards,  the  consensus  of  opin¬ 
ion  seems  to  be  that,  if  the  se';-aside 
program  is  to  be  meaningful,  the  stand¬ 
ards  should  be  raised.  Most  of  the  par¬ 
ties  involved  urge  that  the  procurement 
standard  be  returned  to  the  original  $7.5 
million  in  annual  receipts.  However,  un¬ 
der  all  of  the  circumstances,  we  have 
decided  to  propose  a  $5  million  annual 
receipts  standard  for  all  of  the  special 
trade  construction  industries,  both  for 
procurement  and  SBA  loan  purposes. 
This  standard  would  appear  to  include 
as  small  approximately  99.6  percent  of 
the  companies  in  these  industries,  and 
such  concerns  would  appear  to  account 
for  about  92  percent  of  total  industry 
sales. 

Specifically,  we  propose  to: 

1.  Revise  Schedule  H  of  Part  121, 
Chapter  1,  Title  13  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  II. — Annual  receipts  size  stand¬ 
ards  for  purpose  of  bidding  on  procure¬ 
ments  for  construction — special  trade 

contractors 


Census 
class!  fl- 
cation 
code 


Industry,  subindustry,  »r 
class  of  produots 


Annual 

receipts 

sire 

standard 
(maximum, 
in  millions) 


MAJOR  GROUP  UI— PLUMBING,  HRATINO  (RXCKPT  ELKO* 
TRIC),  AND  AIR-OONMTIONINQ 
1711  Plumbing,  heating  (except 
electric),  and  air-condl (ton¬ 
ing . .  $5 

1721  Painting,  paperhanging,  and 


1731  Electrical  work . 5 

1741  Masonry,  stone  setting,  and 

other  stonework . .•  6 

1743  Plastering,  dry  wall,  aooiuti- 

cal,  and  insuktiaa  work....  3  S 


Schedule  H. — Annual  receipts  size  stand¬ 
ards  for  purpose  of  bidding  on  procure¬ 
ments  for  construction — special  trade 
contractors — Continued 


Annual 

Census  receipts 

classlii-  Industry,  subindustry,  or  size 

cation  class  of  products  standard 

code  (maximum, 

in  millions) 


MAJOR  GROUP  171 - PI.UMBINO,  HEATING  (EXCEPT 

ELECTRIC),  AND  AIR-CONDITIONING 


1743  Tcrrarro,  tile,  marble,  and 

mosaic  work.. .  5 

1751  Carpentering  and  flooring .  5 

1752  Floor  laying  and  other  floor- 

work,  not  elsewhere  classi¬ 
fied .  5 

1761  Roofing  and  sheet  metal  work.  5 

1771  Concrete  work .  5 

1781  Water  well  drilling.. .  5 

1791  Structural  steel  erection. . .  5 


1794  Excavating  and  foundation 

work . 5 

1795  Wrecking  and  demolition  work.  5 

1796  Installation  or  erection  of 

buildingequipnient.  not  else¬ 
where  classified.. . .  5 

1799  Special  trade  contractors,  not 

elsewhere  classi  fled .  6 


2.  Revise  schedule  I  of  pt.  121,  ch.  I,  title  13  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  read  as  follows: 

Schedule  I. — Annual  receipts  size  stand¬ 
ards  for  concerns  primarily  engaged  in 
construction  ( special  trade  contractors) 

(The  following  size  standards  are  to  lie  used  when 
determining  the  size  status  of  special  trade  construction 
contractors  for  the  purpose  of  SBA  business  loans,  dis¬ 
placed  business  loans,  econondc  opportunity  loans,  and 
as  alternate  standards  for  secs.  501  and  502,  and  8BIO 
assistance.) 


Annual 

Census  receipts 

classifi-  Industry,  subindustry,  or  size 

cation  class  of  products  standard 

code  (maximum, 

iu  millions) 


MAJOP.  CROUP  171—  PI.UMOINO,  HEATING  (EXCEPT  ELEC¬ 
TRIC),  AND  AIR-CONWTIONLNU 

1711  Plumbing,  heating  (except 


electric),  and  alr-condition- 


1721  Painting,  paperhanging,  and 

deoorating . .  5 

1731  Electrical  work.. . 5 

1741  Masonry,  stone  sotting,  and 

other  stonework . 5 

1742  Plastering,  dry  wall,  acoustical, 

and  insulation  work . .  5 

1743  Terrazzo,  tile,  marble,  and 

mosaic  work . 5 

1751  Carpentering  aud  flooring _  5 

1752  Floor  laying  and  other  floor- 

work,  uot  elsewhere  classi- 


1761  Roofing  and  sheet  metal  work.  5 

1771  Concrete  work...... . 5 

1781  Water  well  drilling .  5 

1791  Structural  steel  erection .  5 

1793  Glass  and  glazing  work .  5 

1794  Excavating  and  foundation 

work .  5 

1795  Wrecking  aud  demolition  work.  5 

1796  Installation  or  erection  of 

building  equipment,  not 

elsewhere  classified _ _  5 

1799  Special  trade  contractors,  not 

elsewhere  classified .  5 


Interested  parties  may  file  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  18,  1975,  written  state¬ 
ments  of  facts,  opinions,  or  arguments 
concerning  the  proposal. 

All  correspondence  shall  be  addressed 
to: 


William  L.  PeUington,  Director,  Size  Stand¬ 
ards  Division,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1441  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D  C. 
20416. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  59.009,  Procurement  Assistance: 
and  69.012,  Small  Business  Loans) 

Dated:  August  11,  1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-21721  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  amj 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[  49  CFR  Parts  1001, 1002  ] 

|  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  18)) 

INSPECTION  OF  RECORDS  AND  FEES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  12th  day  of 
August,  1975. 

It  is  ordered,  That  based  on  the  rea¬ 
sons  set  forth  in  the  attached  notice. 
Parts  1C?1  and  1002,  Subchapter  A, 
Chapter  X  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  are  hereby  proposed 
to  be  modified  as  set  forth  in  the  at¬ 
tached  notice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order 
and  the  attached  notice  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a  copy 
of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  as  notice  to  inter¬ 
ested  parties. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

By  order  dated  January  16,  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  20, 1975  (40  FR  3215) ,  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  modified  49 
CFR  1001.4,  to  properly  implement 
amendments  to  the  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552).  In  that  order 
the  Commission  waived  its  right  to 
charge  fees  for  requests  for  information: 
however,  due  to  the  heavier  burden 
which  has  been  placed  on  the  staff  of  the 
Commission  in  responding  to  proliferat¬ 
ing  requests  under  the  Act,  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  revise  the  rules  in  49 
CFR  1001  and  1002,  to  provide  for  the 
recovery  of  direct  costs  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  search  and  copying  services 
rendered.  In  addition,  the  fee  schedule 
applicable  to  certification  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  has 
been  revised  to  accommodate  the  higher 
costs  associated  with  performing  those 
services. 

One  additional  change,  not  associated 
with  fees,  is  proposed  in  §  1001.4.  It  con¬ 
cerns  appeals  to  the  Chairman  from  de¬ 
cisions  by  the  Secretary.  Presently,  the 
regulation  reads:  “The  Chairman  shall 
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formally  act  on  such  appeals  •••.** 
The  wording  will  be  changed  to  read: 
"The  Chairman  shall  act  in  writing  on 
such  appeals  •  *  * 

The  proposed  rulemaking  explicitly 
distinguishes  between  two  separate  fee 
schedules  for  obtaining  material.  The 
fees  set  forth  in  49  CFR  1002.1(a) 
through  (e)  apply  to  certifications  by 
the  Secretary  of  tariffs,  records  and  re¬ 
ports  on  file  with  the  ICC,  which  have 
always  been  available  to  the  public.  Par¬ 
agraph  (b)  has  been  modified  to  increase 
the  hourly  charge  for  tariff  examinations 
from  $6  per  hour  to  $7  per  hour.  The 
revised  charge  is  based  on  the  average 
grade  of  those  performing  such  exami¬ 
nations,  plus  an  8V2  percent  increment 
for  personal  benefits.  Paragraph  (c)  has 
been  modified  to  increase  the  charge  for 
clerical  work  associated  with  certifica¬ 
tions  from  $3  per  hour  to  $4  per  hour. 
The  fee  reflects  the  average  grade  (GS  3, 
step  5)  of  clerical  employees  perform¬ 
ing  this  work,  plus  the  8^4  percent  per¬ 
sonal  benefit  increment.  Paragraph  <d) 
has  been  deleted  inasmuch  as  photostat 
service  is  no  longer  being  offered.  The 
wording  in  paragraph  (e)  has  been  al¬ 
tered  to  include  the  word  “public”  in 
order  to  emphasise  the  distinction  be¬ 
tween  those  records  which  have  always 
been  available  to  the  public  and  those 
not  considered  public  which  are  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act.  In  addition,  the  fee  for 
electrostatic  copies  has  been  reduced  to 
10  cents  per  letter-size  or  legal-size  ex¬ 
posure.  The  1 -dollar  minimum  charge 
for  copying  service  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (f )  has  been  removed  and  included 
in  paragraph  (e) . 

The  fee  schedule  with  respect  to  re¬ 
quests  for  records  under  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  is  contained  in  49 
CFR  1002.1(f).  Paragraph  (f)(1)  pro¬ 
vides  for  hourly  rates  for  search  services 
by  clerical  and  professional  employees. 
Clerical  searches  are  charged  at  the  rate 
of  $4  per  hour,  which  represents  the 
salary  of  a  clerical  employee  in  the  grade 
GS  4,  step  5.  The  rate  of  $12  per  hour 
to  be  charged  for  professional  time  is 
based  upon  the  salary  of  a  grade  GS  13, 
step  5  employee.  The  8l/2  percent  incre¬ 
ment  for  personal  benefits  is  not  added 
to  these  salaries  inasmuch  as  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Act  specifically  pro¬ 
hibits  the  inclusion  of  overhead  costs  in 
the  determination  of  fees.  The  control¬ 
ling  factor  for  determining  whether  the 
search  will  be  conducted  by  clerical  or 
professional  employees  will  be  the  type 
of  records  to  be  searched.  Generally,  the 
$12  per-hour  fee  will  apply  to  searches 
for  records  which  are  not  self -identifying 
and  which  must  be  located  by  persons 
with  professional  training  or  particular 
skills  or  experience  not  required  of  cleri¬ 
cal  personnel.  The  proposed  charge  in 
paragraph  (f )  (2)  for  each  electrostatic 
exposure  has  been  fixed  at  10  cents,  with 
a  minimum  charge  of  $1  for  this  service. 
The  proposed  charge  for  searches  re¬ 
quiring  the  use  of  computers,  provided 
for  in  paragraph  (f)(3),  will  be  based 
on  the  actual  costs  to  the  Commission. 
These  fees  will  include  a  charge  for  the 


computer  analyst’s  time  at  the  profes¬ 
sional  search  rate,  plus  the  costs  of  the 
computer  functions  actually  utilized. 
Finally,  paragraph  (f)  (4)  provides  that 
no  fee  shall  be  collected  for  time  spent 
examining  records  to  determine  their 
disclosability  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act.  However,  a  fee  may  be 
Imposed  if  the  search  for  records  reveals 
that  the  information  requested  does  not 
exist  or  that  it  is  exempt  from  disclosure. 

Oral  hearings  do  not  appear  necessary 
at  this  time  and  are  not  contemplated. 
Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  An  ox*iginal  (and  15 
copies  whenever  possible)  of  such  com¬ 
ments  should  be  filed  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Twelfth  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  18,  1975.  Copies  of  those 
comments  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  Commission’s  offices  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
552,  553,  and  559  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552,  553,  and 
559). 

1.  Accordingly,  §  1001.4  would  be  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1001.4  Requests  to  inspect  other  rec¬ 
ords  not  considered  public  under  5 
U.S.C.  552. 

Requests  to  inspect  records  other  than 
those  now  deemed  to  be  of  a  public  na¬ 
ture  shall  be  in  writing  and  addressed  to 
the  Secretary.  The  Secretary  shall  deter¬ 
mine  within  10  days  of  receipt  of  a  re¬ 
quest  (excepting  Saturdays,  Sundays, 
and  legal  public  holidays)  whether  a  re¬ 
quested  record  will  be  made  available. 
If  the  Secretary  determines  that  a  re¬ 
quest  cannot  be  honored,  he  must  inform 
the  requesting  party  in  writing  of  this 
decision  and  such  letter  shall  contain 
a  detailed  explanation  of  why  the  re¬ 
quested  material  cannot  be  made  avail¬ 
able  and  explain  to  the  requesting  party 
his  or  her  right  of  appeal.  If  the  Secre¬ 
tary  rules  that  such  records  cannot  be 
made  available  because  they  are  exempt 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552(a) 
(3)  (sec.  1,  81  Stat.  54) ,  appeal  from  such 
ruling  may  be  addressed  to  the  Chair¬ 
man  whose  decision  shall  be  adminis¬ 
tratively  final  stating  specifically  the  ex¬ 
emption  (s)  contained  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
relied  upon  for  denial.  Such  an  appeal 
must  be  filed  within  30  days  of  the  date 
of  the  Secretary’s  letter.  The  Chairman 
shall  act  in  writing  on  such  appeals  with¬ 
in  20  days  (excepting  Saturdays,  Sun¬ 
days,  and  legal  public  holidays)  of  receipt 
of  any  appeal.  In  the  unusual  circum¬ 
stances,  as  set  forth  in  5  UJS.C.  552(a) 
(6)  (B),  the  time  limit  may  be  extended, 
by  written  notice  to  the  person  making 
the  particular  request  setting  forth  the 
reasons  for  such  extension,  for  no  more 
than  10  working  days.  If  the  appeal  is 
denied,  the  Chairman’s  order  shall  no¬ 
tify  the  requesting  party  of  his  or  her 
right  to  judicial  review.  Charges  shall 
be  made  for  the  direct  costs  incurred  for 
searching  and  copying  the  records  re¬ 


quested  as  provided  for  in  Part  1002  of 
this  chapter.  In  the  event  that  charges 
for  any  request  are  expected  to  exceed 
$25,  the  request  will  be  deemed  not  to 
have  been  received  until  the  requestor  is 
notified  (promptly  upon  physical  receipt 
of  the  request)  of  the  estimated  charges 
and  agrees  to  bear  them.  No  such  noti¬ 
fication  is  required  if  the  requestor  spe¬ 
cifically  indicates  in  the  initial  request 
that  whatever  charges  are  incurred  will 
be  accepted.  The  Secretary  reserves  the 
right  to  waive  any  fees  and  charges  de¬ 
scribed  in  Part  1002  if  such  waiver  is 
found  to  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
public,  or  if  a  fee  or  charge  would  im¬ 
pose  an  undue  hardship  upon  the  re¬ 
questor. 

2.  Section  1002.1  would  be  amended 
by  revising  the  introductory  paragraph 
and  paragraphs  (b),  (c),  (e),  and  (f) 
and  by  reserving  paragraph  (d)  as 
follows: 

§  1002.1  Fees  for  records  search,  copy¬ 
ing,  certification,  and  services  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith. 

Certifications  and  copies  of  such 
tariffs,  reports,  and  other  public  records 
and  documents  on  file  with  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  as  may  be 
practicable  to  furnish,  as  well  as 
searches  and  copying  of  records  not  con¬ 
sidered  public  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552)  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  on  the  following  basis: 

•  *.*** 

(b)  Services  involved  in  examination 
of  tariffs  or  schedules  for  preparation  of 
certified  copies  of  tariffs  or  schedules  or 
extracts  therefrom  at  the  rate  of  $7  per 
hour. 

(c)  Services  involved  in  checking 
records  to  be  certified  to  determine  au¬ 
thenticity,  the  clerical  work,  etc.,  inci¬ 
dental  thereto,  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  hour. 

(d)  [Reserved] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Electrostatic  copies  of  tariffs,  re¬ 
ports  and  other  public  documents,  at  the 
rate  of  $.10  per  letter-size  or  legal-size 
exposure.  A  minimum  charge  of  $1  will 
be  made  for  this  service. 

(f)  Search  and  copying  services  for 
records  not  considered  public  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  as  follows: 

(1 )  The  search  fee  shall  be  $4  per  hour 
for  services  performed  by  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel  and  $12  per  hour  for  services  per¬ 
formed  by  supervisory  and  professional 
personnel. 

(2)  The  fee  for  electrostatic  copies 
shall  be  $.10  per  letter-size  or  legal-size 
exposure,  with  a  minimum  charge  of  $1 
for  this  service. 

(3)  The  fee  for  searches  requiring  the 
use  of  computers  shall  be  charged  at  the 
actual  cost  for  machine  and  operator 
time  to  retrieve  the  requested  data. 

(4)  No  fee  shall  be  charged  for  time 
spent  reviewing  documents  to  determine 
disclosability  under  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Act.  A  fee  may  be  charged  for 
searches  which  are  not  productive  and 
for  searches  for  records  or  those  parts 
of  records  which  are  determined  to  be 
exempt  from  disclosure. 

•  •  •  •  • 

|FR  Doc.76-21839  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 
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notices 


(31  U.S.C.  372(c)),  which  are  applicable 
to  the  currencies  of  the  countries  listed 
in  §  159.34a,  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  159.34a),  for  the  period  July  21 
through  July  25,  1975.  This  table  is  pub¬ 


lished  for  the  information  and  use  of 
Customs  officers  and  others  concerned. 

James  D.  Coleman, 

Acting  Director, 
Duty  Assessment  Division. 


Country 

Currency 

July  21 

luly  22 

July  23 

July  24 

July  25 

Australia . 

0) 

(») 

0) 

(') 

0) 

Austria . 

$0.0564 

$0.0566 

$0.0559 

$0. 0561 

$0.0559 

Belgium . . 

.  Franc . 

C) 

0) 

.026580 

.026590 

.026635 

Canada . 

.  Dollar . 

(l) 

0) 

(') 

(l) 

(«) 

Denmark . 

(') 

(') 

.1714 

.1706 

.1715 

Flu  land . 

.  (‘> 

(l> 

(l> 

(•) 

(*) 

France . 

'  .2331 

.2329 

.2304 

.2314 

.2317 

Germany . 

.  Deutsche  mark . 

AlWU 
.  OoOO 

.3976 

.3955 

.3952 

.3960 

India . 

(*) 

(») 

(•> 

(l) 

(') 

Ireland . 

(l> 

>> 

(•> 

(») 

Italy . 

.  Lira . 

(') 

h 

(») 

(*) 

(■) 

Japan . . 

0) 

(0 

(•) 

(') 

(») 

Malaysia . 

.4064 

4031 

.4019 

.4000 

.4015 

Mexico . . . 

(*) 

(») 

(M 

(*) 

(‘> 

Netherlands . 

.3867 

.3800 

.3842 

.3825 

.3834 

New  Zealand . . 

(*) 

(') 

(«) 

(') 

(») 

Norway . 

.1891 

.1890 

.1878 

.1877 

.1879 

Portugal . 

(«) 

« 

.0384 

.0384 

.0384 

South  Africa . 

(*) 

<•> 

(>) 

(') 

(*) 

Spain . 

0) 

(') 

0) 

(*> 

(•) 

Sri  Lanka . 

(‘> 

(‘) 

(') 

(') 

(*> 

Sweden . 

.2385 

.3380 

.  2364 

.2300 

.2367 

Switzerland . .. . 

« 

.3774 

.3735 

.374  ‘ 

.3758 

United  Kingdom . 

(») 

(•) 

(‘) 

(') 

(l) 

*  Rate  did  not  vary— use  quarterly  rate  published  in  T.D.  75-176. 

[FR  Doc.75-21636  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  VOLUNTARY 
FOREIGN  AID 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11686  and 
the  provisions  of  Section  10(a),  Public 
Law  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Voluntary 
Foreign  Aid  which  will  be  held  on  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975,  from  9:30  a.m.  to  12:30 
p.m.,  in  Room  1105,  New  State  Building, 
21st  and  Virginia  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  seek 
the  advice  of  the  Committee  on  next  steps 
regarding  the  new  grant  program  for 
private  and  voluntary  organizations,  to 
consider  the  Pub.  L.  480  FY-1976  devel¬ 
opments  and  plans,  to  receive  public 
presentations  regarding  the  proposed  re¬ 
visions  of  Regulation  3  (22  CFR  203)  con¬ 
cerning  the  registration  process,  and  to 
consider  such  other  matters  related  to 
the  foreign  assistance  advisory  concerns 
of  the  Committee  as  may  be  appropriate. 

The  session  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  interested  person  may  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  file  statements  with  the 
Committee  in  accordance  with  proce¬ 
dures  established  by  the  Committee  and 
to  the  extent  time  available  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  permits.  Written  statements  may  be 
filed  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Mrs.  Harriett  8.  Crowley  will  be  the 
A.I.D.  representative  at  the  meeting.  In¬ 
formation  concerning  the  meeting  may 
be  obtained  from  Mr.  Robert  S.  Mc- 
Clusky,  Telephone:  AC  202-632-1892. 
Persons  desiring  to  attend  the  meeting 
should  enter  the  New  State  Building 
through  the  21st  Street. 

Dated:  August  13, 1975. 

Harriett  S.  Crowley, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
lor  Population  and  Humani¬ 
tarian  Assistance. 

[FR  Doo.75-21734  Filed  8-18-T5;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[TJ>.  76-2071 

FOREIGN  CURRENCIES 
Certification  of  Rates 

August  7, 1975. 

The  appended  table  shows  the  rates 
of  exchange  certified  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  New  York  pursuant  to  section 
522(c),  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

August  13,  1975. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
ad  hoc  Reconnaissance  Review  Group 
will  hold  meetings  on  September  3  and 
4,  1975  from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  at  the 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Group  will  be  briefed  on  present 
reconnaissance  capabilities,  and  pro¬ 
posals  for  capabilities  of  the  future.  The 
Group  will  hold  classified  discussions  on 
the  proposals,  and  formulate  recom¬ 
mendations. 

The  meetings  concern  matters  listed  in 
section  552(b)  of  Title  5.  United  States 
Code,  specifically  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  that  accordingly  the  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  Information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-8404, 

James  L.  Elmer, 

Major,  USAF  Executive, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 

{FR  Doo. 76-22005  Piled  8-18-7S;8:45  am] 


Department  of  the  Army 

WHITE  SANDS  MISSILE  RANGE, 

NEW  MEXICO 

Filing  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

In  compliance  with  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  the  Army, 
on  8  August  1975,  filed  with  the  council 
on  Environmental  Quality,  a  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  concerning 
White  Sands  Missile  Range  with  the 
White  Sands  National  Monument. 

Copies  of  the  statement  have  been  for¬ 
warded  to  concerned  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies.  Interested  organizations 
or  individuals  may  obtain  copies  from 
the  Commander,  White  Sands  Missile 
Range,  New  Mexico,  ATTN:  Facilities 
Engineering  Directorate  (phone:  (915) 
678-4427) . 

In  the  Washington  area  inspection 
copies  may  be  seen,  during  normal  duty 
hours,  in  the  Environmental  Office,  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Engineers,  Room 
1E676,  Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  2C310 
(phone:  (202)  694-1163). 

Bruce  A.  Hildebrand, 
Deputy  for  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Army  (.Civil 
Works ) . 

(FR  Doc.75-21748  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  am] 
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NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

1975  Proposed  Aggregate  Production 

Quotas  for  Schedules  I  and  II  Controlled 

Substances;  Methylphenidate 

Section  306  of  the  Comprehensive 
Drug  Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act 
of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  836)  requires  the  At¬ 
torney  General  to  establish  aggregate 
production  quotas  for  all  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  in  Schedules  I  and  n  each  year. 
This  responsibility  has  been  delegated  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration  pursuant  to  §  0.100 
of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations. 

On  December  13,  1974,  a  notice  of  the 
proposed  aggregate  production  quotas  for 
1975  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (39  FR  43411) .  All  interested  parties 
were  invited  to  file  comments  or  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  aggregate  produc¬ 
tion  quotas  to  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  or  before  January  13, 
1975.  Comments  were  received  by  DEA 
relative  to  the  proposed  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quota  for  methylphenidate.  Only 
the  comments  filed  by  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation  of  Summit,  New  Jersey 
relative  to  the  proposed  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quota  for  methylphenidate,  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Administrator  hold  a 
hearing  pursuant  to  21  CFR  1303.11(c). 
As  a  result  of  this  request,  the  proposed 
aggregate  production  quota  for  methyl¬ 
phenidate  was  not  made  final  at  the  time 
that  the  final  quotas  were  established  for 
the  other  Schedule  I  and  n  controlled 
substances,  in  the  Federal  Register 
notice  of  Monday,  January  20,  1975,  40 
FR  3225. 

Ciba-Geigy  Corporation  filed  com¬ 
ments  advising  that  the  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quota  of  1,000  kilograms  for 
methylphenidate  represents  a  33%  de¬ 
crease  from  the  1974  aggregate  produc¬ 
tion  quota  and  that  this  1,000  kilograms, 
as  proposed,  is  insufficient  to  meet  legit¬ 
imate,  scientific  and  medical  needs  of 
the  United  States  as  evidenced  by  pre¬ 
scription  purchases  since  January  1, 1974. 

The  January  20  notice  stated  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  Title  21  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  §  1303.23(c),  the  Administrator 
of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
would  in  early  1975  adjust  individual 
manufacturing  quotas  allocated  for  1975 
based  upon  1974  end  of  year  inventory 
figures  submitted  by  applicants,  actual 
use,  and  estimates  of  medical  and  scien¬ 
tific  requirements  for  the  United  States 
to  be  provided  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
In  the  Attorney  General  by  Section  306 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U-S.C.  826) ,  and  delegated  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Admin¬ 
istration  by  5  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  and  further, 
having  been  duly  designated  as  Acting 
Administrator  by  Order  Number  607-75 
of  the  Attorney  General,  dated  May  30, 
1975,  in  accordance  with  the  authority 


stated  therein,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator  by  |  0.132(d)  of  Title  28  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the  Acting 
Administrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  hereby  proposes  the  fol¬ 
lowing  aggregate  production  quota  for 
1975  for  methylphenidate,  expressed  in 
grams  in  terms  of  anhydrous  base: 

Proposed 

Basic  class:  quota — 1975 

Methylphenidate _  1,249,000 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  and  objections  in 
writing  regarding  this  proposal.  These 
comments  or  objections  should  state  with 
particularity  the  issues  concerning  which 
the  person  desires  to  be  heard.  A  person 
may  object  or  comment  on  any  portion 
of  the  above  proposal  without  filing  com¬ 
ments  or  objections  to  the  entire  pro¬ 
posal.  Comments  and  objections  should 
be  submitted  in  quintuplicate  to  the 
Office  of  the  Administrative  Law  Judge, 
Attention:  Hearing  Clerk,  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration,  Department  of 
Justice,  1405  Eye  Street.  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20537,  and  must  be  received  by 
September  26,  1975.  If  a  person  believes 
that  one  or  more  issues  raised  by  him 
warrant  a  full  adversary-type  hearing, 
he  should  so  state  and  summarize  the 
reasons  for  his  belief. 

In  the  event  that  comments  or  objec¬ 
tions  to  this  proposal  raise  one  or  more 
issues  which  the  Acting  Administrator 
finds,  in  his  sole  discretion,  warrants  a 
full-adversary-type  hearing,  the  Acting 
Administrator  shall  order  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  Federal  Register  summarizing 
the  issue  to  be  heard  and  setting  the  time 
for  the  hearing  (which  shall  not  be  less 
than  30  days  after  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion). 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-21828  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Proposed  Aggregate  Production  Quota; 

Difenoxin 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (Vol.  40,  No.  89)  on  May  7, 
1975,  the  substance  Difenoxin  was  placed 
in  Schedule  I  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of 
1970.  That  announcement  provided  that 
all  persons  required  to  obtain  quotas 
shall  submit  quota  applications  on  or 
before  July  1,  1975.  In  order  to  provide 
for  ongoing  research  needs  in  1975,  the 
Acting  Administrator  of  the  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration  hereby  estab¬ 
lishes  an  interim  1975  aggregate  produc¬ 
tion  quota  for  Difenoxin  and  proposes 
that  this  interim  quota  be  established  as 
the  final  aggregate  production  quota  for 
1975.  Therefore,  an  interim  aggregate 
production  quota  of  65  kilograms  of 
Difenoxin  is  established  to  meet  the  on¬ 
going  scientific  needs  of  the  United 
States. 


Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Attorney  General  by  Section  306  of  the 
Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention 
and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  826), 
and  delegated  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration  by 
8  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and  further,  having  been 
duly  designated  as  Acting  Administrator 
by  Order  Number  607-75  of  the  Attorney 
General,  dated  May  30,  1975,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  stated  therein, 
and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Acting  Administrator  bv  8  0.132(d) 
of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  the  Acting  Administrator  hereby 
proposes  that  the  1975  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quota,  expressed  as  grams  of 
anhydrous  base,  for  Difenoxin  be  estab¬ 
lished  as  follows : 

Basic  class :  Granted  1975 

Difenoxin _  65,000 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  comments  and  objections  in 
writing  regarding  this  proposal.  These 
comments  or  objections  should  state  with 
particularity  the  issues  concerning  which 
the  person  desires  to  be  heard.  Comments 
and  objections  should  be  submitted  in 
quintuplicate  to  the  Office  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge,  Attention:  Hearing 
Clerk,  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion,  Department  of  Justice,  1405  Eye 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537,  and 
must  be  received  by  September  26,  1975. 
If  a  person  believes  that  one  or  more  is¬ 
sues  raised  by  him  warrant  a  full 
adversary-type  hearing,  he  should  state 
and  summarize  the  reasons  for  his 
belief. 

In  the  event  that  comments  or  objec¬ 
tions  to  this  proposal  raise  one  or  more 
Issues  which  the  Acting  Administrator 
finds,  in  his  sole  discretion,  warrants  a 
full  adversary-type  hearing,  the  Acting 
Administrator  shall  order  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  Federal  Register  summarizing 
the  issues  to  be  heard  and  setting  the 
time  for  the  hearing  (which  shall  not  be 
less  than  30  days  after  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication). 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-21829  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  am| 

CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Final  1975  Revised  Aggregate  Production 
Quotas  in  Schedules  I  and  II 

Section  306  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of 
1970  (21  U.S.C.  826)  requires  the  At¬ 
torney  General  to  establish  aggregate 
production  quotas  for  all  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  in  Schedules  I  and  II  each  year. 
This  responsibility  has  been  delegated 
to  the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration  pursuant  to 
8  0.100  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

On  May  27,  1975,  a  notice  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  revised  aggregate  production 
quotas  for  1975  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  102).  All  in- 
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teres  ted  parties  were  Invited  to  comment 
or  object  to  the  proposed  aggregate  pro¬ 
duction  quotas  on  or  before  June  30, 
1975.  No  comments  or  objections  were 
received. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
In  the  Attorney  General  by  Section  300 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
UJ9.C.  826),  and  delegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  S  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  and 
further,  having  been  duly  designated  as 
Acting  Administrator  by  Order  No.  607- 
75  of  the  Attorney  General,  dated  May 
30, 1975,  In  accordance  with  the  authority 
stated  therein,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator  by  S  0.132(d)  of  Title  28  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  and  based 
upon  consideration  of  the  factors  set 
forth  In  40  FJEt.  102,  the  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement  Ad¬ 
ministration  hereby  orders  that  the 
aggregate  production  quotas  for  the  con¬ 
trolled  substances  listed  below,  expressed 
in  grams  in  terms  of  their  respective 
anhydrous  bases,  be  established  as 
follows: 


Bade  class 

Previously 

published 

1975 

aggregate 
prod  action 
quotas  i 

Newly 
revised  1976 
aggregate 
production 
quotas ' 

Net 

change  > 

Alphaprodlne.  _ 

34,500 

47,000 

+12,500 

Cocaine _ 

Deeoxy- 

600,000 

749,000 

+149,000 

ophedrine. 

Dinydro 

1,215,374 

>1,566,833 

+351,459 

codeine _ ; 

721,000 

500,000 

-221,000 

Ifethaqoakrae.. 
Oxycodone _ j 

19,668.335 

10,761,000 

-8,917,335 

1,769,400 

1,540,000 

-229,400 

BeoobarbitaL... 

18,450,000 

24,918,800 

+6,466,800 

■  Expressed  In  terms  of  grams  of  anhydrous  base. 

*  Of  this,  1,196,000  g  are  to  ba  used  lor  the  production 
of  l-deeoxyephedrine  for  use  In  the  manufacture  of  a 
noooontrolled  substance  (436,832  g  more  than  the  pre¬ 
viously  published  quota)  and  371,833  g  are  to  be  used 
lor  the  production  of  methamphetamine  (85,443  g  lees 
than  the  previously  published  quota). 

This  order  is  effective  August  19,  1975. 

Dated:  August  5, 1975. 

Jerry  N.  Jenson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-21830  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  am] 


CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 
8.  B.  Penick  and  Co.;  Notice  of  Application 

Section  303(a)(1)  of  the  Comprehen¬ 
sive  Drug  Abuse  Prevention  and  Control 
Act  of  1970  (21  U.S.C.  823(a)  (1) )  states: 

The  Attorney  General  shall  register  an  ap¬ 
plicant  to  manufacture  controlled  substances 
In  schedules  I  or  II  If  he  determines  that 
such  registration  la  consistent  with  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  and  with  United  States  obliga¬ 
tions  under  International  treaties,  conven¬ 
tions,  or  protocols  In  effect  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  part.  In  determining  the  public 
interest,  the  following  factors  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  : 

(1)  Maintenance  of  effective  controls 
against  diversion  a t  particular  controlled 
substances  and  any  controlled  substance  In 
schedule  I  or  II  compounded  therefrom  into 


other  than  legitimate  medical,  scientific, 
research,  or  Industrial  channels,  by  limiting 
the  Importation  and  bulk  manufacture  of 
such  controlled  substances  to  a  number  of 
establishments  which  cam  produce  an  ade¬ 
quate  and  uninterrupted  supply  of  these 
substances  under  adequately  competitive 
conditions  for  legitimate  medical,  scientific, 
research,  and  industrial  purposes; 

Pursuant  to  S  1301.43  of  Title  21  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  that  on  May  15,  1975, 
8.  B.  Penick  and  Company,  a  unit  of 
CPC  International,  Inc.,  530  New  York 
Avenue,  Lyndhurst,  New  Jersey  07071, 
made  application  to  the  Drug  Enforce¬ 
ment  Administration  to  be  registered  as 
a  bulk  manufacturer  of  concentrate  of 
poppy  straw,  a  basic  class  controlled  sub¬ 
stance  listed  in  schedule  n. 

Pursuant  to  section  301  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substances  Act  (21  UJ3.C.  821), 
and  In  accordance  with  section  1301.43 
(a)  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (CFR) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  above  person  has  made 
application  to  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  to  be  registered  as  a  bulk 
manufacturer  of  the  basic  class  of  con¬ 
trolled  substances  Indicated,  and  any 
other  such  person,  and  any  existing  reg¬ 
istered  bulk  manufacturer  of  any  of  the 
above  basic  classes  of  controlled  sub¬ 
stances,  may  file  written  comments  on 
or  objections  to  the  Issuance  of  such 
registration  and  may,  at  the  same  time, 
file  a  written  request  for  a  hearing  on 
the  application  in  accordance  with  21 
CFR  1301.54  In  such  form  as  prescribed 
by  21  CFR  1316.47.  Such  comments,  ob¬ 
jections  and  requests  for  a  hearing  may 
be  filed  no  later  than  September  26, 
1975. 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Office  of 
the  Administrative  Law  Judge,  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration,  Room  1130, 
1405  Eye  Street,  N.W,  Washington,  D.C. 
20537. 

Dated:  July  24, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dog  in. 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-21831  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

KAIPAROWITS  POWER  PROJECT 
DEVELOPMENT,  UTAH 

Formal  Public  Hearings 

The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  announced  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  July  30,  1975,  (40  FR  31965)  the 
availability  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  for  the  proposed  Kalparowlts 
Power  Project  and  public  hearing  loca¬ 
tions.  A  firm  schedule  has  now  been  es¬ 
tablished  for  formal  public  hearings  to 
receive  public  comment  on  the  draft 
environmental  statement.  The  schedule 
Is  as  follows: 

September  15,  Salt  Palace,  Suite  A.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  Hearings:  9:00  i.m:  1:00 
and  7:00  p.m. 


September  18,  Kanab  High  School  Gym¬ 
nasium.  Kanab,  Utah,  Hearings:  1:00  and 
7:00  pjn. 

September  17,  Maricopa  County  Board  of 
Supervisors  Room,  111  South  3rd  Avenue, 
Phoenix.  Arizona,  Hearings:  1:00  and  7:00 
p.m. 

September  18,  Clark  County  Courthouse, 
Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  Hearings:  1:00  and  7:00 
pm. 

September  19,  Convention  Center  and  Ex¬ 
hibit  Hall,  803  North  E  Street,  San  Bernar¬ 
dino,  California,  Hearing:  1:00  pm. 

Commons  Conference  Room,  University  of 
California  at  Riverside,  Riverside,  California, 
Hearing:  7:00  pm. 

An  administrative  law  judge  will  pre¬ 
side  over  the  hearings.  In  addition  to  the 
public  hearings,  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  statements 
to  the  State  Director,  Utah  State  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  125  South 
State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 

Dated:  August  14, 1975. 

W.  W.  Lyons, 
Deputy  Under  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.75-21806  Filed  8-18-76; 8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  75-141] 

ALABAMA  BY  PRODUCTS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969.  30  U.S.C.  8  861(c) 
(1970),  Alabama  By-Products  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.316-2(b)  to  Its 
Mary  Lee  No.  2  Mine,  Walker  County, 
Alabama. 

30  CFR  75.316-2 (b)  provides: 

Permanent  stoppings,  overcasts,  un¬ 
dercasts,  and  shaft  partitions  should  be 
constructed  of  substantial.  Incombusti¬ 
ble  materials,  such  as  concrete,  concrete 
blocks,  cinder  block,  brick  or  tile,  or  some 
other  incombustible  material  having  suf¬ 
ficient  strength  to  serve  the  purpose  for 
which  the  stopping  or  partition  Is  in¬ 
tended.  In  heavy  or  caving  areas,  tim¬ 
bers  laid  longitudinally  “skin  to  skin  ” 
may  be  used.  Such  permanent  stoppings 
should  be  erected  between  the  Intake  and 
return  aircourses  In  entries  and  should 
be  maintained  to  and  Including  the  third 
connecting  crosscut  outby  the  faces  of 
the  entries.  Permanent  stoppings  should 
be  used  to  separate  belt  haulage  entries 
from  entries  used  as  intake  and  return 
aircourses. 

Petitioner  submits  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  foregoing  provision  of  the 
Departmental  regulations,  if  applied  to 
Petitioner’s  mine  will  work  a  hardship 
and  require  the  Installation  of  unneces¬ 
sary  air  lock  doors.  Beyond  this,  how¬ 
ever,  In  order  to  better  achieve  the  pur¬ 
poses  sought  to  be  achieved  by  the  regu¬ 
lations  and  thus  to  provide  a  standard 
which  provides  at  least  the  same  meas¬ 
ure  of  protection  to  the  miners  in  said 
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mine.  Petitioner  proposes  an  alternative 
method,  as  set  forth  hereinafter. 

Alternate  Method 

1)  The  slope  at  petitioner's  mine  is 
divided  into  two  7Vfe  feet  by  15  feet  com¬ 
partments.  The  slope  belt  is  in  the  top 
compartment  which  is  connected  to  a 
neutral  split  of  air  which  will  run 
throughout  all  belt  haulage  entries  of 
the  mine.  Intake  air  and  a  slope/material 
track  are  in  the  bottom  compartment. 
Material  is  hoisted  up  and  down  the 
slope  by  an  outside  hoist.  Only  a  twelve 
volt  signalling  system  runs  through  this 
compartment.  There  will  be  no  other 
electrical  installations  of  any  type  pres¬ 
ent  on  the  slope. 

2)  At  the  bottom  of  the  slope  the  track 
will  go  into  a  neutral  split  of  air  while 
the  intake  air  will  split  off  and  continue 
through  the  intake  air  courses  to  the 
working  faces.  Because  of  the  fact  that 
materials  and  supplies  must  be  moved 
from  the  slope  into  the  belt/track  en¬ 
tries,  it  would  be  necessary  that  air  lock 
doors  be  Installed  to  meet  MESA’s  in¬ 
terpretation  of  75.316-2  (b) . 

3)  Petitioner  avers  there  will  be  no 
diminution  of  safety  if  no  air  lock  doors 
are  installed.  Therefore,  Petitioner  sug¬ 
gests  the  alternative  method  of  using  air 
pressure  as  opposed  to  using  air  lock 
doors. 

4)  A  limited  amount  of  air — enough  to 
keep  the  air  moving — will  flow  down  the 
belt/track  entries.  A  temporary  stopping 
made  of  fire  resistant  material  will  be 
built  at  the  inby  end  of  the  belt/ track 
entries.  Since  the  belt/track  entries  are 
on  a  neutral  split  of  air  stopped  up  by 
a  temporary  stopping,  intake  air  from 
outby  the  slope  will  be  drawn  by  nega¬ 
tive  pressure  into  the  intake  air  courses. 
A  regulator  installed  near  the  temporary 
stopping  will  draw  any  smoke  or  fumes 
from  a  fire  on  the  belt/track  entries 
away  from  Intake  air  courses  into  the  re¬ 
turn  air  courses. 

The  alternative  method  proposed  by 
Petitioner  will  provide  at  least  as  much 
safety  from  fire  and  smoke  hazards  and 
flow  of  air  as  would  the  air  lock  doors. 
The  alternative  method  will  provide 
more  safety  than  air  lock  doors  in  an¬ 
other  sense.  With  the  constant  use  of  the 
belt/track  entries  for  hauling  supplies, 
there  would  always  be  the  danger  of  a 
supply  car  or  cars  hitting  the  closed  air 
lock  doors.  The  alternative  method 
would  not  have  any  air  lock  doors  to  run 
into. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  there  are 
no  potential  fire  hazards  cm  the  slope  in 
the  belt/track  and  intake  air  compart¬ 
ment.  Therefore,  there  would  be  no  dan¬ 
ger  of  smoke  or  fumes  contaminating  the 
Intake  air  or  neutral  air  courses  from 
the  pit  mouth  to  the  point  where  the  air 
courses  are  split. 

(Attachment  A 1  contains  a  drawing  of 
the  mine  area  in  question.  Attachment  B 
shows  the  slope  area.) 


*  Attachment*  A  and  B  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  address  contained  In  th* 
last  paragraph  of  the  notice. 


Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
Inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21706  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  M  75-142] 

ALABAMA  BY-PRODUCTS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Alabama  By-Products  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.326  to  its  Mary 
Lee  No.  2  Mine,  Walker  County,  Alabama. 

30  CFR  75.326  provides: 

In  any  coal  mine  opened  after  March 
30,  1970,  the  entries  used  as  intake  and 
return  aircourses  shall  be  separated  from 
belt  haulage  entries  and  each  operator 
of  such  mine  shall  limit  the  velocity  of 
the  air  coursed  through  belt  haulage  en¬ 
tries  to  the  amount  necessary  to  provide 
an  adequate  supply  of  oxygen  in  such 
entries,  and  to  insure  that  the  air  there¬ 
in  shall  contain  less  than  1.0  volume  per 
centum  of  methane,  and  such  air  shall 
not  be  used  to  ventilate  active  working 
places.  Whenever  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Secretary  finds,  in  the 
case  of  any  coal  mine  opened  on  or  prior 
to  March  30,  1970,  which  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  with  more  than  two  entries,  that 
the  conditions  in  the  entries,  other  than 
belt  haulage  entries,  are  such  as  to  per¬ 
mit  adequately  the  coursing  of  intake  or 
return  air  through  such  entries,  (a)  the 
belt  haulage  entries  shall  not  be  used 
to  ventilate,  unless  such  entries  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  ventilate,  active  working 
places  and  (b)  when  the  belt  haulage 
entries  are  not  necessary  to  ventilate 
the  active  working  places,  the  operator 
of  such  mine  shall  limit  the  velocity  of 
the  air  coursed  through  the  belt  haulage 
entries  to  the  amount  necessary  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  adequate  supply  of  oxygen  In 
such  entries,  and  to  insure  that  the  air 
therein  shall  contain  less  than  1.0  vol¬ 
ume  per  centum  of  methane. 

Petitioner  submits  that  the  application 
of  the  foregoing  provision  of  the  Depart¬ 
mental  regulations,  if  applied  to  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  mine  will  work  a  hardship  and 
require  the  installation  of  unnecessary 
air  lock  doors.  Beyond  this,  however,  in 
order  to  better  achieve  the  purposes 
sought  to  be  achieved  by  the  regulations 
and  thus  to  provide  a  standard  which 
provides  at  least  the  same  measure  of 
protection  to  the  miners  in  said  mine. 


Petitioner  proposes  an  alternative  meth¬ 
od,  as  set  forth  hereinafter. 

Alternate  Method 

1)  The  slope  at  petitioner’s  mine  is 
divided  into  two  7V2  feet  by  15  feet  com¬ 
partments.  The  slope  belt  is  in  the  top 
compartment  which  is  connected  to  a 
neutra}  split  of  air  which  will  run 
throughout  all  belt  haulage  entries  of  the 
mine.  Intake  air  and  a  slope/material 
track  are  in  the  bottom  compartment. 
Material  is  hoisted  up  and  down  the  slope 
by  an  outside  hoist.  Only  a  twelve  volt 
signalling  system  runs  through  this  com¬ 
partment.  There  will  be  no  other  elec¬ 
trical  installations  of  any  type  present 
on  the  slope. 

2)  At  the  bottom  of  the  slope  the  track 
will  go  into  a  neutral  split  of  air  while 
the  intake  air  will  split  off  and  continue 
through  the  intake  air  courses  to  the 
working  faces.  Because  of  the  fact  that 
materials  and  supplies  must  be  moved 
from  the  slope  into  the  belt/track  en¬ 
tries,  it  would  be  necessary  that  air  lock 
doors  be  installed  to  meet  MESA’s  in¬ 
terpretation  of  75.326. 

3)  Petitioner  avers  there  will  be  no 
diminution  of  safety  if  no  air  lock  doors 
are  installed.  Therefore,  Petitioner  sug¬ 
gests  the  alternative  method  of  using 
air  pressure  as  opposed  to  using  air  lock 
doors. 

4)  A  limited  amount  of  air — enough 
to  keep  the  air  moving — will  flow  down 
the  belt/track  entries.  A  temporary  stop¬ 
ping  made  of  fire  resistant  material  will 
be  built  at  the  inby  end  of  the  belt/track 
entries.  Since  the  belt/track  entries  are 
on  a  neutral  split  of  air  stopped  up  by  a 
temporary  stopping.  Intake  air  from 
outby  the  slope  will  be  drawn  by  negative 
pressure  into  the  intake  air  courses.  A 
regulator  installed  near  the  temporary 
stopping  will  draw  any  smoke  or  fumes 
from  a  fire  on  the  belt/track  entries  away 
from  intake  air  courses  into  the  return 
air  courses. 

The  alternative  method  proposed  by 
Petitioner  will  provide  at  least  as  much 
safety  from  fire  and  smoke  hazards  and 
flow  of  air  as  would  the  air  lock  doors. 
The  alternative  method  will  provide  more 
safety  than  air  lock  doors  In  another 
sense.  With  the  constant  use  of  the 
belt/track  entries  for  hauling  supplies, 
there  would  always  be  the  danger  of  a 
supply  car  or  cars  hitting  the  closed  air 
lock  doors.  The  alternative  method  would 
not  have  any  air  lock  doors  to  run  Into. 

It  should  be  pointed  out  that  there  are 
no  potential  fire  hazards  on  the  slope 
in  the  belt/ track  and  intake  air  compart¬ 
ment.  Therefore,  there  would  be  no 
danger  of  smoke  or  fumes  contaminating 
the  intake  air  or  neutral  air  courses  from 
the  pit  mouth  to  the  point  where  the  air 
courses  are  split. 

(Attachment  A 1  contains  a  drawing  of 
the  mine  area  in  question.  Attachment  B 
shows  the  slope  area.) 


1  Attachments  A  and  B  are  available  for 
Inspection  at  the  address  contained  In  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  notice. 
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Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-21707  Filed  8-18-75; 8  45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  75-129] 

BETHLEHEM  MINES  CORP. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  5  861(c) 
(1970),  Bethlehem  Mines  Corporation 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  30  CFR  77.803  to  its  Mine  No. 
115,  Kayford,  West  Virginia. 

Section  77.803  provides: 

On  and  after  September  30,  1971,  all 
high-voltage,  resistance  grounded  sys¬ 
tems  shall  Include  a  fall  safe  ground 
check  circuit  or  other  no  less  effective 
device  approved  by  the  Secretary  to 
monitor  continuously  the  grounding  cir¬ 
cuit  to  assure  continuity.  The  fail  safe 
ground  check  circuit  shall  cause  the  cir¬ 
cuit  breaker  to  open  when  either  the 
ground  or  ground  check  wire  is  broken. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states: 

Recently,  MESA  has  set  forth  the  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  requirements: 

1.  A  grounding  circuit.  In  compliance 
with  Section  77.701-3,  shall  originate  at 
the  grounded  side  of  the  grounding 
resistor  and  shall  extend  along  with  the 
power  conductors  and  shall  serve  as  a 
grounding  conductor  for  the  frames  of  all 
equipment  receiving  power  from  that 
circuit. 

2.  A  secondary  grounding  circuit  shall 
connect  the  frames  of  the  stationary 
equipment  to  a  low  resistance  ground 
field  located  near  the  utilization  loca¬ 
tion. 

3.  The  ohmic  value  of  the  grounding 
resistor  and  the  Impedance  of  the  low 
resistance  ground  field  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  in  such  manner  that  not  more 
than  100  volts  will  appear  between  the 
equipment  frame  and  earth  under  fault 
conditions  in  the  event  that  the  ground¬ 
ing  conductor  should  be  severed. 

1)  In  view  of  the  language  contained 
In  Section  77.803  and  as  a  result  of  the 
language  contained  in  Item  No.  3  above, 
local  MESA  representatives  have  re¬ 
cently  advised  Kayford  -  Boone  Division 
supervisors  that  certain  pole -mounted 
load  transformers  supplying  power  to 
high-voltage  surface  installations  must 
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be  grounded  in  such  a  manner  that  no 
more  than  100  volts  difference  in  poten¬ 
tial  can  exist  between  the  equipment 
and  earth  at  these  locations  in  the  event 
of  a  ground  fault  in  the  circuit. 

2)  Petitioner  submits  that  the  present 
ground  circuit  at  Mine  No.  115  guar¬ 
antees  no  less  than  the  same  measure  of 
protection  afforded  the  miners  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  77.803. 

A.  For  example,  the  existing  ground¬ 
ing  connection  from  the  pole-mounted 
load  transformer  is  attached  to  a  triad 
of  rods  embedded  in  the  earth.  This  sys¬ 
tem  has  been  tested  repeatedly  and  has 
performed  effectively  under  ground  fault 
conditions.  The  system  conducted  suf¬ 
ficient  ground  fault  current  during  the 
tests  to  trip  the  circuit  breaker  located 
at  the  source  transformer. 

B.  Even  though  the  voltage  in  the  con¬ 
nection  between  the  pole-mounted  load 
transformer  and  the  triad  of  ground  rods 
under  fault  conditions  might  exceed  the 
maximum  amount  specified  in  Item  No. 
3,  the  fact  remains  that  the  connection 
wire  itself  is  well  insulated  and  protected. 
However,  Kayford-Boone  Division  super¬ 
vision  is  currently  taking  additional  steps 
to  assure  the  safety  of  the  system  under 
fault  conditions.  The  connection  wire  to 
the  triad  of  rods,  which  Itself  is  already 
well  insulated  and  protected,  will  be  en¬ 
cased  in  a  wooden  compartment  to  sup¬ 
plement  the  protection  already  afforded 
by  the  insulation. 

C.  The  vertical  clearance  between  the 
pole-mounted  load  transformer  and  the 
ground  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
National  Electrical  Safety  Code,  and  the 
vertical  clearance  is  similar  to  that  com¬ 
monly  utilized  by  major  utility  compa¬ 
nies.  This  clearance  itself  offers  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  miners  even  under  ground 
fault  conditions.  Even  if  the  vertical 
clearance  is  diminished  or  eliminated 
entirely  by  an  employee’s  climbing  the 
pole  to  perform  certain  maintenance 
work,  established  safety  procedures  re¬ 
quire  that  the  power  to  the  pole-mounted 
load  transformers  be  turned  off  before 
such  maintenance  is  instituted. 

7.  Petitioner  submits  that  the  strict 
application  of  the  terms  of  Item  3  of 
MESA’s  additional  requirements  will  ac¬ 
tually  result  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
to  the  miners.  It  is  virtually  impossible 
to  meet  the  voltage  limit  described  in 
Item  No.  3  of  the  requirements,  but  even 
if  that  limit  were  achieved,  it  would  cre¬ 
ate  additional  parallel  electrical  paths 
which  would  tend  to  interfere  with  the 
primary  function  of  the  ground  check 
system  between  the  source  transformer 
and  the  circuit  breaker  located  at  the 
mine  entrance. 

Wherefore,  Petitioner  requests  that  the 
existing  ground  check  circuit  at  Mine  No. 
115  be  approved  because  it  guarantees 
no  less  than  the  same  measure  of  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  the  miners  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  77.803,  and  also  be¬ 
cause  the  strict  application  of  the  terms 
of  Item  No.  3  above  will  actually  Intend 
to  result  in  a  diminution  of  safety  to  the 
miners. 
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Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  J975. 

|  FR  Doc.75-21708  Filed  8-18-75;  8 : 45  am  ] 


[Docket  No.  M  75-143] 

DAN  BRANCH  MINING  CO.,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861 
(c)  (1970),  Dan  Branch  Mining  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify 
the  application  of  30  CFR  77.1605 (k)  to 
its  Jellico  Mine,  Jacksboro,  Tennessee. 

30  CFR  77.1605(k)  provides: 

Berms  or  guards  shall  be  provided  on 
the  outer  banks  of  elevated  roadways. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

(1)  Petitioner’s  roadways  are  gravel 
surfaced,  18  to  20  feet  wide,  with  nu¬ 
merous  passing  places  on  both  the  level 
and  steep  portions.  The  roadway  leading 
to  Petitioner’s  splint  operation  is  1.2 
miles  in  length  from  the  mine  opening  to 
the  county  road.  The  roadway  leading 
from  Petitioner’s  Jellico  operation  to  the 
county  road  is  1.55  miles  in  length.  A 
substantial  portion  of  both  roadways  is 
level  and  substantially  less  hazardous 
than  the  steep  portions. 

(2)  Where  steep  portions  of  roadway 
exist,  both  roadways  are  sloped  toward 
the  bank  and  away  from  the  lower  side 
of  the  roadways.  In  those  areas  where 
berms  are  necessary,  some  have  been 
constructed,  however,  no  guardrails  exist 
on  either  road. 

(3)  These  privately  maintained  road¬ 
ways  do  not  have  the  dangerous  features 
of  curving  mountain  roads  which  would 
require  many  guardrails,  and  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  guardrails  and  berms  would 
take  away  portions  of  the  usable  driving 
surface  and  would  thereby  render  the 
roadways  more  dangerous  than  if  berms 
and  guardrails  were  not  installed. 

(4)  Installation  of  berms  on  the  sides 
of  the  level  portions  of  said  roadway 
would  be  particularly  harmful  to  said 
roadway  in  that  drainage  would  be  im¬ 
peded,  causing  an  accumulation  of  snow 
and  ice  which  would  present  more  dan¬ 
ger  to  persons  using  the  roadway  than 
now  exists. 

(5)  Petitioner  has  an  excellent  safety 
record  in  its  hauling  and  traveling  over 
the  roadways.  This  excellent  record  re¬ 
sults  from  proper  road  maintenance, 
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supervised  traffic  systems  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  vehicles  using  said  roadway. 

(6)  The  installation  of  berms  and 
guardrails  in  this  particular  situation 
would  involve  great  expense  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  foregoing  para¬ 
graphs  would  not  promote  additional 
safety  of  the  operation. 

The  operator  believes  that  the  safety 
precautions  already  taken  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  and  traffic  systems  presently 
being  used  will  afford  a  higher  degree  of 
protection  for  truck  drivers  and  other 
traffic  using  said  roadways  than  will  be 
afforded  by  the  installation  of  berms  and 
guardrails  as  required  by  Section  77.1605 
(k)  of  the  Departmental  regulations. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
Inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 

Director , 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21709  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  75-125] 

MOUNTAINEER  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 

(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Mountaineer  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.305  to  its  Mine  No.  20, 
Marion  County,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.305  provides  in  pertinent 
part: 

In  addition  to  the  preshift  and  daily 
examinations  required  by  this  Subpart 
D,  examinations  for  hazardous  condi¬ 
tions,  including  tests  for  methane,  and 
for  compliance  with  the  mandatory 
health  or  safety  standards,  shall  be  made 
at  least  once  each  week  by  a  certified 
person  designated  by  the  operator  in 
the  return  of  each  split  of  air  where  it 
enters  the  main  return,  on  pillar  falls,  at 
seals,  in  the  main  return,  at  least  one 
entry  of  each  intake  and  return  aircourse 
in  its  entirety,  idle  workings,  and,  inso¬ 
far  as  safety  considerations  permit, 
abandoned  areas.  •  *  • 

Petitioner  seeks  modification  of  that 
portion  of  30  CFR  75.305  which  requires 
a  certified  person  to  make  a  weekly  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  return  of  each  split  of 
air  to  the  extent  that  such  mandatory 
standard  requires  a  weekly  examination 
by  a  certified  person  of  the  return  air- 
course  between  Stringtown  Fan  and  No. 
1  Fan  at  Four  States  Bottom. 

In  support  of  its  Petition,  Petitioner 
states: 


1.  Since  much  of  the  mine  development 
had  been  done  before  the  advent  of  roof 
bolts  for  support,  timbers  had  been  used 
for  most  of  the  support  in  the  mining 
cycle.  These  timbers  have  long  since  de¬ 
teriorated  due  to  adverse  conditions  such 
as  moisture,  roof  pressure,  etc.,  leaving 
much  of  the  roof  unsupported.  The  pre¬ 
vious  owner  did  very  little  work  on  these 
entries  to  maintain  them  except  to  keep 
the  main  line  entry  open  for  haulage 
purposes. 

2.  Parallel  entries  were  driven  on  the 
left  and  right  as  panels  were  broken  off 
and  were  used  for  return  escapeways. 
After  1962,  when  mining  ceased,  the  es¬ 
capeways  became  too  hazardous  to  be 
traveled  due  to  roof  falls  and  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  excessive  amounts  of  water.  Since 
that  time,  additional  high,  tight  roof 
falls  have  occurred  making  most  of  the 
return  aircourses  impassible  or  a  hin¬ 
drance  to  travel.  Water,  a  problem  at 
this  mine,  has  flooded  many  of  the  ac¬ 
cessible  parts  of  the  return  air  courses, 
forming  an  additional  obstruction  and 
aiding  in  the  further  deterioration  of  the 
roof  rib  and  mine  timbers. 

3.  As  a  result  of  these  adverse  condi¬ 
tions  (roof  falls,  flaking  roof  and  ribs, 
and  water)  in  the  return  aircourses  be¬ 
tween  the  Four  States  No.  1  Fan  and  the 
Stringtown  No.  3  Fan,  weekly  examina¬ 
tions  for  hazardous  conditions  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Act  are  considered,  in 
themselves,  too  hazardous  to  be  per¬ 
formed.  Only  the  main  line  haulage  road 
is  located  in  this  area  and  the  only  ac¬ 
tive  split  returning  to  either  fan  is  from 
the  left  side  of  5  left  to  the  Stringtown 
Fan.  All  other  air  returning  to  these  fans 
bleeds  from  the  areas  along  the  haulage 
on  both  sides. 

4.  To  attempt  to  rehabilitate  the  12,000 
feet  of  return  air  courses  on  both  sides 
of  the  haulage,  so  that  weekly  examina¬ 
tions  could  be  performed,  would  be  an 
immense  and,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
an  impossible  task.  Years  of  work,  re¬ 
quiring  tremendous  expenditures  of  both 
labor  and  money,  would  be  required.  No 
mechanical  equipment  could  be  used  in 
the  return  aircourses  to  aid  in  the  re¬ 
habilitation  and,  therefore,  all  work 
would  have  to  be  performed  by  hand, 
exposing  personnel  to  unnecessary  haz¬ 
ards.  Since  the  required  rehabilitation 
is  neither  practical  nor  feasible,  an  al¬ 
ternate  method  is  proposed  that  would 
guarantee  the  miners  at  the  Four  States 
Mine  no  less  than  the  same  measure  of 
protection  afforded  by  the  mandatory 
standard,  while  at  the  same  time  elimi¬ 
nating  the  hazards  presented  miners  in¬ 
volved  in  the  long  and  difficult  task  of 
rehabilitating  the  area  involved. 

Alternate  Method 

In  the  alternative  to  specific  compli¬ 
ance  with  30  CFR  75.305,  Petitioner  pro¬ 
poses  to  establish  five  air  checking  sta¬ 
tions  underground.  Despite  the  condi¬ 
tions  existing  in  the  return  aircourses, 
air  and  methane  readings  can  be  made 
at  certain  points  to  ensure  that  methane 
readings  can  be  made  at  certain  points 
to  ensure  that  methane  accumulations 


have  not  occurred  and  to  ensure  that  the 
air  flow  is  in  its  proper  course. 

Petitioner  proposes  to  establish  these 
five  air  checking  stations  as  indicated  on 
the  attached  map  and  as  described  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Checkpoints  One  and  Two — at 
the  Four  States  No.  1  Fan  at  the  East 
and  West  approaches  for  the  left  and 
right  sides  of  the  Main  Line  Haulage; 
Checkpoint  Three — at  the  right  pump 
station  for  the  right  side;  Checkpoint 
Four — at  the  Three  Left  Overcast  where 
air  from  the  right  side  crosses  over  and 
mixes  with  air  from  the  left  side  and 
on  to  the  Stringtown  Fan;  Checkpoint 
Five — at  the  Stringtown  Fan  at  the  east 
approach  taking  care  of  both  sides. 

Guidelines  for  the  establishment  of 
checking  stations  would  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Methane  and  air  quantity  read¬ 
ings  would  be  made  by  a  certified,  com¬ 
petent  person. 

(b)  Methane  will  not  be  permitted  to 
accumulate  in  the  return  air  courses,  as 
determined  at  the  underground  check¬ 
ing  stations,  beyond  the  legal  limits. 

(c)  The  access  to  and  the  are  sur¬ 
rounding  the  checking  stations  would  be 
kept  in  travelable  and  safe  condition. 

(d)  A  date  board  would  be  located  at 
each  checking  station,  and  the  direction 
of  the  air  flow  and  methane  readings 
taken  at  such  station  would  be  recorded 
thereon,  in  addition  to  the  date,  time 
and  the  initials  of  the  certified  person 
making  the  examination. 

(e)  Examinations  will  be  made  at  each 
checking  station  weekly  as  required  by 
Section  75.305  of  the  Departmental  regu¬ 
lations. 

Measure  of  Protection 

The  proposed  checking  stations  will 
satisfy  all  criteria  of  30  CFR  75.305.  Use 
of  the  checking  stations  will  also  elimi¬ 
nate  the  hazards  involved  in  the  rehabili¬ 
tation  of  the  return  air  courses.  The  net 
effect  of  the  proposed  checking  stations 
will  be  the  same  as  if  the  returns  were 
capable  of  being  travelled  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  an  accurate  and  knowledgeable  pic¬ 
ture  of  the  conditions  in  the  return  air- 
courses  from  the  Stringtown  Fan  to  the 
No.  1  Fan  at  Four  States. 

The  proposed  alternative  method  will 
provide  at  all  times  an  equal  measure 
of  protection  to  all  miners  at  the  Four 
States  Mine  as  would  be  provided  by  the 
mandatory  standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  September 
18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  p,t  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-21710  Filed  8-18-76;8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  M  75-137] 

NATIONAL  COAL  MINING  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  National  Coal  Mining  Company 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Nos. 
14  and  25  Mines,  Delbarton,  Mingo 
County,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March 
30,  1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  which  couple  by  impact 
and  uncouple  without  the  necessity  of 
persons  going  between  the  ends  of  such 
equipment.  All  haulage  equipment  with¬ 
out  automatic  couplers  in  use  in  a  mine 
on  March  30,  1970,  shall  also  be  equipped 
within  4  years  after  March  30, 1970. 

To  be  read  concurrently  with  Section 
75.1405  1s  30  CFR  75.1405-1  which  pro¬ 
vides  : 

The  requirement  of  75.1405  with  re¬ 
spect  to  automatic  couplers  applies  only 
to  track  haulage  cars  which  are  regu¬ 
larly  coupled  and  uncoupled. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  Petitioner’s  No.  25  Mine  employs  a 
track  coal  haulage  system;  however,  all 
coal  haulage  cars  have  been  previously 
provided  with  automatic-type  couplers. 
Petitioner’s  No.  14  Mine  employs  a  belt 
coal  haulage  system  exclusively. 

2.  Track  haulage  cars  used  for  trans¬ 
porting  supplies  in  both  of  Petitioner’s 
subject  mines  are  not  regularly  coupled 
and  uncoupled  prior  to  returning  from 
said  trip.  Supplies  are  unloaded  directly 
from  the  cars  while  on  track. 

3.  Petitioner  has  designed  semi-auto¬ 
matic  type  couplers  with  external  lever 
apparatus  for  use  on  its  supply  haulage 
equipment  which  enables  the  miner  to 
couple  or  uncouple  said  cars  without 
physically  positioning  himself  between 
vehicles.  Said  system,  furthermore,  al¬ 
lows  closer  and  more  accessible  inspec¬ 
tion  of  coupling  parts  than  possible  with 
automatic  couplers  which  would  aid  in 
the  prevention  of  coupling  failure.  Peti¬ 
tioner  proposes  to  Install  said  semi-auto¬ 
matic  couplers  on  all  of  its  supply 
haulage  mine  cars  in  the  subject  mines. 

4.  Petitioner  states  that  its  training 
program  and  safety  record  regarding  the 
use  of  its  coupling  system  has  been  ex¬ 
cellent  in  each  of  the  subject  mines. 

5.  Because  of  the  foregoing  facts,  in¬ 
stallation  of  automatic  couplers  on  all 
supply  haulage  equipment  used  on  track 
in  Petitioner’s  aforementioned  mines 
would,  in  fact,  create  hazards  or  the  risk 
of  hazards  not  now  present,  and  the  use 
of  the  semi-automatic  couplers  on  said 
equipment  would  not  diminish  the  safety 
afforded  Petitioner’s  miners. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 


must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21711  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M75-130] 

PEABODY  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Peabody  Coal  Company  has  filed 
a  petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  77.400(a)  to  its  Rogers  County  Mine 
No.  1,  Rogers  County,  Oklahoma,  and 
Rogers  County  Mine  No.  2,  Craig  and 
Nowata  Counties,  Oklahoma. 

30  CFR  77.400(a)  provides: 

Gears;  sprockets;  chains;  drive,  head, 
tail,  and  takeup  pulley;  flywheels;  cou¬ 
plings;  shafts,  sawblades;  fan  inlets;  and 
similar  exposed  moving  machine  parts 
which  may  be  contacted  by  persons,  and 
which  may  cause  injury  to  persons  shall 
be  guarded. 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  Petitioner’s  surface  mining  opera¬ 
tion  employs  the  use  of  the  Marion  type 
5561  shovel.  Underneath  said  shovel  are 
situated  gears  and  shafts  which  move 
only  when  the  shovel  moves.  During 
movement,  the  lowest  part  of  the  gear 
or  shaft  is  approximately  jhree  feet  from 
the  pit  floor.  The  gears  and  shafts  are 
situated  near  a  control  panel  containing 
shift  jaw  clutches  which  are  operated 
by  a  groundman  to  move  and  steer  the 
shovel. 

2.  The  above-described  shovels  have 
been  used  in  excess  of  five  years  in  each 
of  the  two  mines  cited  above  and  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  safety  records  show  no  record  of 
an  accident  caused  by  or  the  result  of 
the  gears  and  shafts  situated  underneath 
the  shovel. 

3.  Placing  metal  guards  around  the 
gears  and  shafts  would  Involve  a  basket 
type  construction  as  these  gears  and 
shafts  hang  down  from  the  bottom  of 
the  machine.  Guards  located  on  these 
machines  in  this  fashion  could  cause  a 
fire  hazard  in  that  the  guards  would 
collect  grease  which  now  normally  falls 
to  the  pit  floor.  Further,  the  uneven  pit 
floor,  rocks  and  vibration  of  the  shovel 
knock  the  guards  loose  and  at  times  com¬ 
pletely  off. 

petitioner’s  alternative 

Petitioner  proposes  to  meet  the  safety 
standard  enunciated  In  the  aforesaid 
Section  30  CFR  77.400(a)  with  respect  to 
these  gears  as  follows: 

1.  All  mine  personnel  are  to  be  in¬ 
structed  not  to  go  under  the  shovel  ex¬ 


cept  those  personnel  whose  duties  require 
their  presence  under  the  shovel.  AU  per¬ 
sonnel  wiU  be  further  instructed  to  re¬ 
move  themselves  from  under  the  machine 
before  the  machine  is  to  be  moved.  No¬ 
tices  to  this  effect  will  be  given  person¬ 
ally  to  all  mine  personnel  and  also  placed 
on  mine  buUetin  boards. 

2.  The  control  panel  under  the  shovel 
will  be  moved  and  located  a  minimum 
of  seven  foot  distance  from  the  nearest 
gear  or  shaft.  A  platform  will  be  con¬ 
structed  to  enable  the  groundman  to 
stand  on  it  as  he  operates  the  control 
panel  to  move  and  steer  the  shovel. 

3.  The  groundman  will  be  instructed 
when  he  goes  underneath  the  shovel  to 
operate,  steer  and  move  the  shovel  to 
carefully  observe  and  make  absolutely 
certain  that  all  personnel  are  out  from 
underneath  the  machine.  He  will  be  fur¬ 
ther  instructed  to  not  commence  move¬ 
ment  of  the  shovel  until  there  are  no 
other  mine  personnel  underneath  the 
machine. 

4.  Signs  will  be  attached  at  eye  level  to 
the  shovel  at  the  front  and  back  of  the 
shovel  (the  only  means  to  get  under¬ 
neath)  with  the  words  in  large  letters 
of  a  distinctive  color  stating:  “Danger, 
keep  out  from  under  shovel  while  shovel 
is  being  moved.” 

5.  Petitioner  has  a  regular  instruc¬ 
tional  safety  program  for  its  employees 
which  is  designed  to  educate  and  train 
in  safety  techniques  and  to  eliminate 
any  exposure  of  its  employees  to  the 
problems  inherent  in  going  underneath 
the  machine  unless  their  duties  of  neces¬ 
sity  require  it. 

6.  Petitioner  will  further  continue  to 
make  job  safety  analysis  studies;  con¬ 
tinue  to  assure  that  shovel  operation 
practices  comply  with  company  policy  as 
well  as  with  Federal  and  State  require¬ 
ments;  continue  to  discuss  with  individ¬ 
ual  employees  job  safety  analysis  studies 
as  well  as  Federal  and  State  regulations 
and  continue  its  safety  program  as  de¬ 
scribed  above. 

The  proposal  for  alternative  safety 
measures  described  above  will  at  all  time 
guarantee  no  less  than  the  same  protec¬ 
tion  afforded  by  the  mandatory  standard. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments' on  or  before  September 
18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21712  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  75-126] 

PITTSBURGH  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
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(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  UB.C.  §861(0 
(1970),  Pittsburgh  Coal  Company  hae 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.305  to  its  Montour  No.  4 
Mine,  Library,  Pennsylvania. 

30  CFR  75.305  provides  in  pertinent 
part: 

“In  addition  to  the  pre-shift  and  dally 
examinations  required  by  this  section, 
examinations  for  hazardous  conditions, 
including  tests  for  methane,  and  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  mandatory  health  or 
safety  standards,  shall  be  made  at  least 
Mice  each  week  by  a  certified  person  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  operator  in  the  return  of 
each  split  of  air  where  it  enters  the  main 
return,  on  pillar  falls,  at  seals.  In  the 
main  return,  at  least  one  entry  of  each 
Intake  and  return  aircourse  in  its  en¬ 
tirety,  Idle  workings,  and  Insofar  as 
safety  consideration  permit,  abandoned 
areas.  Such  weekly  examinations  need 
not  be  made  during  any  week  in  which 
the  mine  is  idle  for  the  entire  week,  ex¬ 
cept  that  such  examination  shall  be  made 
before  any  other  miner  returns  to  the 
the  date  and  time  at  the  places  examined, 
tions  and  tests  shall  place  his  Initials  and 
the  date  and  time  at  the  places  es&mined, 
and  if  any  hazardous  cMidition  is  found, 
such  condition  shall  be  reported  to  the 
operator  promptly.  •  •  •  • 

In  support  of  its  petition,  Petitioner 
states: 

Because  the  subject  mine  is  in  the  last 
few  years  of  Its  life,  mining  is  taking 
place  in  areas  that  were  bypassed  years 
ago  due  to  poor  roof  or  bad  mining  con¬ 
ditions.  As  a  result,  the  eight  coal  pro¬ 
ducing  sections  are  scattered  throughout 
the  mine,  rather  than  being  concen¬ 
trated  in  one  locality.  A  highly  developed 
haulage  system  having  a  length  of  over 
twenty-eight  miles  is  used  to  move  six 
thousand  five  hundred  tons  of  coal  dally 
from  the  faces  to  the  dump.  Enumerable 
miles  of  return  airways  channel  air  from 
the  active  mining  faces  and  bleeder  en¬ 
tries  to  the  ventilation  shafts. 

Throughout  the  sixtp-two  years  Mon¬ 
tour  No.  4  has  been  in  operation,  various 
Federal  and  Pennsylvania  laws  have  gov¬ 
erned  the  examination  of  return  air- 
courses.  These  prior  laws  were  applied  to 
require  only  one  active  return  from  each 
mining  section  to  be  traveled  and  ex¬ 
amined.  However  with  the  advent  of  the 
Act,  all  return  alrcourses  are  required  to 
be  traveled  except  where  equalizing  over¬ 
casts  make  two  returns  common  and  one 
is  traveled.  This  necessitated  rehabili¬ 
tating  return  airways  for  examination 
and  use  as  return  escapeways.  In  many 
areas  in  Montour  No.  4,  Petitioner  was 
able  to  rehabilitate  old  return  airways. 
However,  in  the  case  of  the  three  areas 
involved  in  this  petition,  such  was  not 
possible. 

The  Areas  Involved 

These  three  areas  are: 

1.  The  return  aircourse  from  the  18 
Face  10  Mains  overcast  to  Hickman 
Shaft,  (about  3  miles) . 

2.  The  return  aircourse  from  7  North 
to  Hickman  Shaft,  (about  3  miles) . 


3.  The  return  aircourse  from  10  Face  3 
West  to  Hahn  Shaft,  (about  2.5  miles) . 
The  aircourse  from  18  Face  10  Main* 
overcast  to  Hickman  contains  a  small 
quantity  of  air  from  the  left  spilt  of  the 
10  face  10  Mains  Section,  some  air  from 
the  right  split  of  the  11  Face  10  Main* 
Section  and  leakage  from  the  motor  road 
from  10  Main  to  Hickman.  The  aircourse 
from  7  North  to  Hickman  contains  air 
from  the  right  side  of  7  North  Section 
and  leakage  through  the  stoppings  along 

2  East.  The  aircourse  from  10  Face  3 
West  to  Hahn  contains  air  from  the  left 
split  of  the  10  Face  3  West  Section  and 
leakage  from  stoppings  along  8  Face  Left 

3  West. 

Problems  of  Examination 

The  entries  In  these  three  areas  were 
driven  through  bad  roof  conditions.  In 
the  period  of  1965-1967  and  conventional 
bolts,  rather  than  resin  bolts,  were  used 
for  support.  High  tight  falls,  flaking  roof, 
spalling  ribs  and  areas  of  water  now  hin¬ 
der  traveL  These  hazardous  conditions 
would  make  any  attempt  at  rehabilita¬ 
tion  In  the  combined  eight  and  one-half 
miles  of  return  alrcourses  difficult  If  not 
impossible.  Years  of  work  requiring  a 
great  amount  of  time  of  man  hour  ex¬ 
posure  to  bad  roof  conditions  and  re¬ 
quiring  great  expenditures  of  both  labor 
and  money  would  be  required.  No  me¬ 
chanical  equipment  could  be  used  in  the 
return  aircourse  to  aid  in  the  rehabili¬ 
tation,  so  all  work  would  have  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  hand  thus  exposing  workmen 
to  unnecessary  danger  that  would  exist 
despite  any  and  all  safety  precautions  or 
actions  taken  by  Petitioner.  Petitioner 
avers  that  the  required  rehabilitation  of 
the  eight  and  one-half  miles  of  return 
airways  Is  neither  practical  or  feasible, 
that  the  literal  application  of  Section 
75.305  would  result  In  a  rilmlnnfcinn  of 
safety  to  the  miners  at  Montour  No.  4 
and  that  the  alternate  method  which  Is 
proposed  would  guarantee  the  miners  at 
the  Montour  No.  4  min*  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  afforded  by 
the  mandatory  standard. 

Alternate  Method 

Despite  the  conditions  gristing  in  the 
return  alrcourses,  at  certain  points  are 
and  methane  readings  can  be  taken  to  as¬ 
sure  that  methane  accumulation  has  not 
occurred  and  to  assure  that  airflow  Is  In 
Its  proper  course  and  usual  volume.  The 
alternate  method  being  proposed  Is  based 
on  this  and  would  satisfy  all  criteria  out¬ 
lined  In  30  CFR  75.305  of  the  Depart¬ 
mental  regulations.  The  measuring  sta¬ 
tions  proposed  for  each  of  the  three  areas 
are  shown  on  the  map  which  Is  attached 
hereto  as  Appendix  “A." 1 

For  the  first  area  from  18  Face  10 
Mains  overcast  to  Hickman,  two  measur¬ 
ing  station  are  proposed.  For  the  sec¬ 
ond  area,  7  North  to  Hickman,  one  sta¬ 
tion  is  proposed  because  the  return  air 
leaving  7  North  going  to  2  East  cuts 


*  Appendix  A  I a  available  for  Inspection  aS 
the  address  contained  in  tbe  last  paragraph 

of  the  notioe. 


through  the  gob  back  to  Hickman  fan 
rather  than  following  one  aircourse.  The 
one  measuring  station  Is  located  at  the 
only  point  where  a  measurement  of  any 
value  can  be  obtained.  For  the  third  area, 
down  8  Face  Left  3  West  to  Hahn,  two 
measuring  stations  will  be  established. 
The  weekly  examinations  made  at  Hahn 
fan  and  Hickman  fan  in  accordance  with 
30  CFR  75.306  win  supplement  the  data 
from  the  five  measuring  stations. 

Guidelines  for  the  Establishment  or 

Air  Measuring  Stations  Would  Be  as 

Follows: 

1.  Methane  and  air  readings  will  be 
made  by  a  certified  competent  person. 

2.  Methane  will  not  be  permitted  to 
accumulate  In  the  return  aircourse,  as 
determined  at  the  underground  measur¬ 
ing  stations,  beyond  legal  limits. 

3.  Both  access  to  and  the  vicinity  of  the 
measuring  stations  will  be  kept  in  travel- 
able  and  safe  conditions. 

4.  A  date  board  will  be  located  at  each 
measuring  station  and  air  quantity  and 
methane  readings  will  be  taken  and  re¬ 
corded  along  with  the  certified  person's 
Initials,  date  and  ttm*. 

5.  Examinations  win  be  made  at  each 
measuring  station  weekly  or  as  required 
by  75.305  CFR. 

6.  An  employees  required  to  perform 
measurements  at  the  underground  sta¬ 
tions  wffl  be  certified  for  such  work  on 
the  basis  of  state  examinations. 

Measure  or  Protection 

The  proposed  measuring  stations  win 
satisfy  all  criteria  of  Section  75.305  of 
the  Departmental  regulations.  The  pro¬ 
posed  alternative  will  guarantee  no  less 
than  the  same  measure  of  protection  to 
an  miners  at  Montour  No.  4  mine  as 
would  be  provided  by  the  Imposition  of 
the  mandatory  standard.  Moreover,  the 
net  effect  of  the  proposed  measuring  sta¬ 
tions  would  be  the  same  as  If  the  returns 
were  capable  of  being  traveled  and  will 
provide  an  accurate  and  knowledgeable 
picture  of  conditions  In  the  return  air- 
courses.  The  application  of  the  manda¬ 
tory  safety  standard  would  additionally 
result  in  a  diminution  of  safety  to  the 
miners  at  the  Montour  mine  due  to  the 
hazardous  nature  of  any  attempts  to  re¬ 
habilitate  the  three  sections  for  which 
the  alternate  method  Is  proposed. 

Persons  interested  In  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  September 
18,  1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  UJ3.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Coplea  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

•  James  R.  Richards, 

Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.T*~ama  Pltod  S-18-75;8:«  am) 
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[Docket  No.  M  75-124] 

VALLEY  CAMP  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 

(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  S  861(c) 
(1970),  The  Valley  Camp  Cool  Company 
has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  30  CFR  77.206  to  its  No.  1  Mine, 
Short  Creek,  Ohio  County,  West  Virginia. 

30  CFR  77.206  provides: 

(a)  Ladders  shall  be  of  substantial 
construction  and  maintained  in  good 
condition. 

(b)  Wooden  members  of  ladders  shall 
not  be  painted. 

(c)  Steep  or  vertical  ladders  which  are 
used  regularly  at  fixed  locations  shall  be 
anchored  securely  and  provided  with 
backguards  extending  from  a  point  not 
more  than  7  feet  from  the  bottom  of  the 
ladder  to  the  top  of  the  ladder. 

(d)  fixed  ladders  shall  not  Incline 
backwards  at  any  point  unless  provided 
with  backguards. 

(e)  Fixed  ladders  shall  be  anchored 
securely  and  Installed  to  provide  at  least 
3  Inches  of  toe  clearance. 

(f )  Fixed  ladders  shall  project  at  least 
3  feet  above  landings,  or  substantial 
handholds  shall  be  provided  above  the 
landings. 

Petitioner  contemplates  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  ladder  on  the  take-up  tower  for 
the  42  Inch  belt  conveyor  that  extends 
from  the  cleaning  plant  located  in  Short 
Creek,  Ohio  County,  West  Virginia,  to 
the  loading  facilities  located  on  the  east 
bank  of  the  Ohio  River.  The  take-up 
tower  is  designed  to  provide  convenient 
access  to  the  gravity  take-up  mechanism 
for  servicing  and  maintenance. 

The  ladder  which  is  to  be  erected  will 
be  approximately  182  feet  high  and  will 
provide  the  same  measure  of  protection 
as  that  required  by  the  mandatory  stand¬ 
ard  In  that  the  ladder  shall  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  29  CFR  1910.27(d) 
(6).  Hie  ladder  shall  be  designed  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  It  shall  be  unbroken  for  the  entire 
height  of  the  tower. 

2.  It  shall  be  equipped  with  a  ladder 
safety  device  consisting  of  a  rigid  safety 
rail  attached  to  the  ladder  together  with 
a  sliding  safety  device  which  is  designed 
to  lock  to  the  rail  Instantly  in  the  event 
that  a  person  using  the  ladder  should 
fall. 

3.  AD  necessary  safety  belts,  lanyards, 
safety  straps  and  associated  attachments 
shall  meet  the  provisions  of  the  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Act. 

4.  All  persons  utilizing  the  ladder  shall 
be  required  to  use  the  necessary  safety 
devices  described  In  part  3  above. 

5.  All  persons  utilizing  the  tower,  but 
not  located  on  the  ladder,  shall  wear  and 
use  approved  safety  belts  with  necessary 
attachments  assuring  that  they  are  prop¬ 
erly  attached  to  the  tower  Itself.  This  re¬ 
quirement  would  not  be  necessary  when 
the  individual  is  located  upon  the  land¬ 
ing  platforms 'which  are  encased  by  a 
protective  hand  railing. 


6.  Rest  or  landing  platforms  will  be 
provided  at  20-foot  intervals.  Arrange¬ 
ments  shall  be  made  so  that  lubrication 
of  the  bearings  on  the  take-up  mecha¬ 
nism  can  be  accomplished  while  person¬ 
nel  are  attached  to  the  ladder  with  at¬ 
tendant  safety  device.  In  any  case,  a  per¬ 
son  utilizing  the  ladder  will  be  able  to  ap¬ 
proach  the  take-up  mechanism  at  its 
exact  level  which  affords  a  safer  ap¬ 
proach  and  availability  to  the  take-up 
mechanism  than  would  be  possible  if  the 
provision  of  the  mandatory  standard 
were  utilized. 

If  a  ladder  is  Installed  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  Section  77.206(c)  of 
the  Departmental  regulations,  it  would 
not  provide  a  safe  means  of  access  to  the 
take-up  mechanism  as  it  is  impossible  to 
get  out  of  or  off  a  ladder  which  is 
equipped  with  a  back-guard  or  cage  ex¬ 
cept  at  a  landing.  Therefore,  an  individ¬ 
ual  who  is  working  on  the  take-up  mech¬ 
anism,  which  may  come  to  rest  at  any 
location  on  the  tower  and  not  necessarily 
at  a  landing,  will  be  forced  to  work  at  his 
peril  if  he  is  required  to  operate  with  the 
impediments  provided  by  a  back-guard 
or  cage.  Thus,  the  type  of  ladder  con¬ 
templated  by  the  company  Is  In  effect 
safer  than  that  required  by  the  manda¬ 
tory  regulation. 

Persons  Interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  September 
18, 1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  Inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-21714  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  M  75-114] 

WESTMORELAND  COAL  CO. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301(c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  5  861(c) 
( 1970) ,  Westmoreland  Coal  Company  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Clifftop  Nos.  2 
and  3  Mines,  Fayette  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after 
March  30,  1971,  shall  be  equipped  with 
automatic  couplers  which  couple  by  im¬ 
pact  and  uncouple  without  the  necessity 
of  persons  going  between  the  ends  of  such 
equipment.  All  haulage  equipment  with¬ 
out  automatic  couplers  in  use  in  a  mine 
on  March  30,  1970,  shall  also  be  so 
equipped  within  4  years  after  March  30, 
1970. 

Petitioner  requests  that  Section  75.1405 
of  the  Departmental  regulations  be  mod¬ 


ified  to  permit  the  use  of  existing  supply 
and  slate  cars  altered  as  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed  at  the  subject  mines. 

As  grounds  for  its  request  Petitioner 
states: 

1)  The  Clifftop  No.  2  Mine  was  closed 
an  April  15,  1972  and  the  Clifftop  No.  3 
Mine  was  closed  on  December  11,  1972. 
Only  a  maintenance  crew  consisting  of 
our  four  men  is  now  employed  at  Clifftop 
No.  2  Mine  and  Clifftop  No.  3  Mine  to 
maintain  the  roof  on  the  haulageways 
and  in  the  airways  and  to  keep  the  mines 
free  of  water. 

2)  The  track  haulage  cars  at  said 
mines  are  used  to  transport  supplies  un¬ 
derground  and  haul  rock  to  the  surface. 
The  cars  are  provided  with  a  link  and 
pin  type  coupling.  All  track  haulage  cars 
will  be  provided  with  a  lever  and  cable 
system  permanently  mounted  on  the  pin 
end  and  link  end  of  each  mine  car.  The 
lever  system  will  enable  the  worker  to 
lower  the  pin  to  couple  the  cars  and  lift 
the  pin  from  the  bumper  sufficiently  to 
disengage  the  cars.  The  pin  can  be  main¬ 
tained  in  an  “up”  position  until  there  is 
occasion  to  use  the  lever  to  lower  the  pin 
coupling.  The  link  end  of  the  car  will  also 
be  provided  with  a  lever  and  cable  sys¬ 
tem  to  align  the  link.  This  lever  will  also 
extend  toward  both  sides  of  the  car  and 
will  be  of  such  length  as  to  obviate  the 
necessity  of  the  worker  placing  himself 
between  the  mine  cars  to  position  the 
link  or  to  couple  or  uncouple  the  mine 
cars. 

3)  The  coupling-uncoupling  levers  and 
link  aligners  described  above  have  been 
designed  and  prototypes  prepared.  These 
designs  and  prototypes  will  be  furnished 
and  made  available  to  Mining  Enforce¬ 
ment  and  Safety  Administration  repre¬ 
sentatives  for  technical  evaluation. 

4)  All  workers  who  couple  and  un¬ 
couple  mine  cars  will  be  trained  and  in¬ 
structed  in  the  proper  operation  and  use 
of  the  coupling  levers  and  their  proper 
use  will  be  mandatory  requirements  for 
coupling  and  uncoupling  of  all  mine  cars 
at  this  time. 

5)  The  aforesaid  alternative  system 
for  coupling  and  uncoupling  mine  cars 
will  at  all  times  guarantee  to  the  miners 
in  this  mine  no  less  than  the  same  meas¬ 
ure  of  protection  sought  to  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  automatic  couplers;  and  will. 
In  fact,  under  the  particular  mining  con¬ 
ditions  and  mining  lay-outs  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  mine,  eliminate  certain  hazards 
which  would  be  encountered  if  automatic 
couplers  were  mandated. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Such  requests  or  com¬ 
ments  must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  4015 
Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia 
22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are  available 
for  inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  8.  1975. 

[Fit  Doo. 75-31715  Filed  5-18-76; 8: 45  am] 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 
[INT  DBS  75— 4T] 

ZION  NATIONAL  PARK,  UTAH,  MASTER 
PLAN 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  has  prepared 
a  draft  environmental  statement  for  the 
Zion  National  Park  master  plan.  The  pro¬ 
posals  of  the  master  plan  relate  to  ex¬ 
panded  resources  management,  coordi¬ 
nated  visitor  use,  expanded  interpreta¬ 
tion  and  education,  immediate  develop¬ 
ment  needs  and  boundary  adjustments. 

The  environmental  statement  consid¬ 
ers  the  social,  economic,  and  ecological 
effects  of  the  master  plan  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  future  management  activity, 
visitor  use,  and  land  acquisition  for  the 
park. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  are  available  from  or  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  following  locations : 
Rocky  Mountain  Regional  Office 
National  Park  Service 
655  Parfet  Street 
Lakewood,  Colorado  80225 
Utah  State  Office 
National  Park  Service 
125  S.  State  Street,  Room  2208 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  8413R 
Superintendent 
Zion  National  Park 
Springdale,  Utah  84767 

Dated:  August  12,  1975. 

Royston  C.  Hughes, 
Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.75-21685  Piled  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


b.  Hogs,  sheep,  and  goats.  5%  of  the 
gross  proceeds  of  sale  with  a  minimum 
charge  at  81.00  per  head. 

c.  Horses  and  mules,  $4.00  per  head. 

Section  2.  Yardage. 

a.  Cattle,  81.50  per  head. 

b.  Calves  (veal) ,  80.40  per  head. 

c.  Hogs,  sheep,  and  goats,  $0.40  per  head. 

d.  Horses  and  mules,  81 00  per  bead. 

Notice  is  given  hereby  also  that  on 
August  8,  1975,  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Administration,  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  filed  a  “Com¬ 
plaint,  Order  of  Suspension,  and  Notice 
of  Heal  ing”  with  respect  to  the  respond¬ 
ents’  rates  and  charges.  The  contents  of 
such  document  are  as  follows: 

This  proceeding  is  instituted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  Title  in  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.),  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  Act. 

I 

The  respondents  are  now,  and  at  all 
times  mentioned  herein  were,  registered 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  as  a 
market  agency  to  sell  livestock  on  com¬ 
mission  at  the  Granite  City  Livestock 
Sales,  Saint  Cloud,  Minnesota,  which  is 
now,  and  at  all  times  mentioned  herein 
was,  a  posted  stockyard  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

n  " 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Act,  the  respondents  have  hereto¬ 
fore  filed  and  presently  have  in  effect 
a  schedule  of  rates  and  charges  for  their 
services  at  the  aforementioned  stock- 
yard. 

m 

On  July  30, 1975,  the  respondents  filed 
a  tariff  effective  August  11, 1975,  contain¬ 
ing  certain  increases  in  the  current 
schedule  of  rates  and  charges. 


Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 


IV 


[P.  &  S.  Docket  No.  5164] 

GRANITE  CITY  LIVESTOCK  SALES 

Notice  of  Complaint,  Order  of  Suspension 
and  Hearing 

In  re :  Eugene  T.  Kampa  and  Richard 
M.  Thorson,  d/b/a  Granite  City  Live¬ 
stock  Sales,  Saint  Cloud,  Minnesota. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  30, 
1975,  the  respondents  filed  a  proposed 
schedule  of  rates  and  charges,  under 
Title  m  of  the  Packers  "and  Stockyards 
Act,  1921,  as  amended,  42  Stat.  159,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et  seq.),  to  be¬ 
come  effective  August  11,  1975.  The 
charge  classifications  of  the  proposed 
tariff  read  as  follows: 


Item  No.  II — Chaegx  Classification 


Section  l.  Selling  Commission, 
a.  Cattle: 

(1)  Cattle.  8%  at  the  grass  praoeeds  at 
•ate  with  a  minimum  charge  at  83.00  per 


head. 

<*)  Veal  calve*  5«  at  ttw  grass  praoeeds 
mt  sale  with  a  mimmmrn  ctoarge  at  9&JDO 


Upon  an  analysis  of  the  information 
available  to  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Administration,  United  States  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  there  is  reason  to 
believe  that  the  charges  are  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  or  discriminatory. 

V 

It  is  concluded,  therefore,  that  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  Title  in  of  the  Act  should 
be  Instituted  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  the  reasonableness  and  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  rates  and  charges  set  forth 
in  the  respondents’  schedule  of  rates  and 
charges  as  modified  by  the  tariff  filed  on 
July  30,  1975,  and  that  pending  a  hear¬ 
ing  and  decision  in  this  proceeding,  the 
operation  of  the  modifications  of  the 
current  schedule  of  rates  and  charges 
should  be  suspended  and  the  use  of  such 
modified  rates  and  charges  deferred. 

VI 

It  is  further  concluded  that  a  hearing 
should  be  had  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  the  lawfulness  of  all  rates  and 
charges  at  the  respondents  and  of  any 
rule,  regulatkm,  or  practice  affecting  said 
rates  and  charges. 
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It  is  therefore  ordered,  That  the  op¬ 
eration  and  use  by  the  respondents  of 
the  modifications  of  the  current  schedule 
of  rates  and  charges  filed  on  July  30, 
1975,  to  become  effective  August  11,  1975, 
are  hereby  suspended  and  deferred  until 
the  expiration  of  thirty  days  beyond  the 
time  when  such  modified  rates  would 
otherwise  go  into  effect. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  to 
the  respondents  shall  be,  and  Is  hereby, 
given  that  a  hearing  concerning  the  mat¬ 
ters  set  forth  herein  will  be  held  before 
an  Administrative  Law  Judge  of  the  De¬ 
partment  at  a  time  and  place  to  be  speci¬ 
fied  at  a  later  date,  of  which  the  re¬ 
spondents  will  receive  adequate  notice. 
At  such  hearing  the  respondents  and  all 
other  interested  persons  will  have  a  right 
to  appear  and  present  such  evidence  with 
respect  to  the  matters  and  things  set 
forth  herein  as  may  be  relevant  and 
material. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
hereof  be  served  upon  the  respondents. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C. 

Marvin  L.  McLain, 
Administrator.  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Administration. 

August  13, 1975. 

I  FR  Doc.75-21727  Filed  8-18-75;^: 45  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

CENTRAL  COAST  RESOURCE  CONSERVA¬ 
TION  AND  DEVELOPMENT  PROJECT 

GONZALES  SLOUGH  MEASURE,  CALIF. 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1,  1973;  and  part 
650.8(b)(3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  Guidelines  (39  PR  19651)  June  3, 
1974;  the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  US. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice 
that  an  environmental  Impact  statement 
is  not  being  prepared  for  the  Gonzales 
Slough  Measure,  Monterey  County,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  G.  H. 
Stone,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box  1019, 
Davis,  California  95616,  has  determined 
that  the  preparation  and  review  of  an 
environmental  Impact  statement  is  not 
needed  for  this  measure. 

The  measure  concerns  a  plan  for  flood 
damage  reduction.  The  planned  works 
of  Improvement,  as  described  In  the 
negative  declaration,  include  conserva¬ 
tion  land  treatment  supplemented  by  the 
installation  of  approximately  6,900  feet 
of  pipeline  and  a  pumping  plant. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  locations; 


19,  1975 


NOTICES 


36161 


Soil  Conservation  Service,  100  West  Allsal 

Street,  Salinas,  California  93001 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  2828  Chiles  Road, 

Davis,  California  95616 

Requests  for  the  negative  declaration 
should  be  sent  to  one  of  the  above 
addresses. 

No  administrative  action  on  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  September  3, 1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.901,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

Victor  H.  Barry,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Field 
Services  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

August  7, 1975. 

IFR  Doc.75-21744  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

U.S.  MERCHANT  MARINE  ACADEMY 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  U.S.  Merchant  Marine  Academy  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  (the  Board)  on  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1975,  at  2:30  pjn.  in  the  Board 
Room  at  the  U.S.  Merchant  Marine 
Academy,  Kings  Point,  New  York. 

The  Advisory  Board  to  the  United 
States  Merchant  Marine  Academy  was 
established  by  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  under  the  authority  of  46  U.S.C. 
1126d  to  examine  the  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  and  the  overall  management  of  the 
U.S.  Merchant  Marine  Academy  (the 
Academy)  and  advise  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs 
with  respect  thereto. 

The  Board  consists  of  not  more  than 
seven  members  appointed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce,  selected  from  seg¬ 
ments  of  the  Maritime  industry,  labor, 
educational  institutions,  and  other  fields 
relating  to  the  objectives  of  the  Academy. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is : 

1.  Call  meeting  to  order. 

2.  Approval  of  the  minutes  of  meeting  of 
June  25, 1975. 

3.  Report  on  Employment  of  the  Class  of 
■76  Status  of  Incoming  Class  (Class  of  *79). 

4.  Officer  Supply  and  Demand  Up-Date. 

5.  Assignment  of  Responsibility  to  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  Members  tor  Project  Areas. 

«.  Review  of  Working  Procedures  for  Board 
Members  and  Staff  Members  Arising  Out  of 
Agenda  Item  6. 

7.  Budget  Review. 

8.  Review  of  Potential  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Programs. 

9.  Setting  of  Date  for  Next  Board  Meeting. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation,  and  a  period  will  be  set  aside 
for  oral  comments  or  questions.  Public 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  any  time 
before  or  after  the  scheduled  meeting. 
Approximately  15  seats  will  be  available 
for  the  public  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  will  be  available 
upon  request.' 


Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  Control  Officer,  Kathleen  A. 
Shetler,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs,  Room  3731,  Main  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  telephone  A/C  202-967- 
2851. 

So  ordered  by  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs,  Mari¬ 
time  Administration. 

Dated:  August  14,  1975. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21826  Piled  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for 
a  permit  to  take  endangered  species  for 
scientific  purposes  as  authorized  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  and  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  Regu¬ 
lations  Governing  Endangered  Species. 

Northwest  Fisheries  Center,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  2725  Montlake 
Boulevard  East,  Seattle,  Washington 
98112,  to  take  an  unspecified  number  of 
all  cetacean  species  throughout  the  range 
of  the  group. 

The  applicant  proposes  to  conduct  a 
long-term  study  of  cetacean  population 
stocks  by  means  of  aerial  and  shipboard 
censuses,  as  flight  and  cruise  time  be¬ 
come  available  or  are  contracted.  The  re¬ 
search  will  Include  underwater  observa¬ 
tions/photography  and  sound  recording. 
The  application  states  that  no  cetaceans 
will  be  killed,  captured,  marked  or  han¬ 
dled  during  the  course  of  this  work.  Re¬ 
search  collaborators  from  various  other 
Institutions  will  participate  in  this  work. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  Division  of  Marine 
Mammals  and  Endangered  Species.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  and  the  Offices  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Building, 
14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachusetts 
01930;  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Southwest  Re¬ 
gion,  300  South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal 
Island,  California  90731;  the  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northwest  Region,  Lake  Union 
Building,  1700  Westlake  Avenue  North. 
Seattle,  Washington  98109;  the  Regional 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval  Build¬ 
ing,  9450  Gandy  Boulevard  North,  St. 
Petersburg,  Florida  33702;  and  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box 
1668,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
data  or  views,  or  requests  for  a  public 
hearing  on  this  application  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20235,  on  or  before  Septem¬ 


ber  17, 1975.  The  holding  of  such  hearing 
to  at  the  discretion  of  the  Director. 

Dated:  August  12, 1975. 

Robert  W.  Sc  honing. 
Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 
[PR  Doc  75-21745  Piled  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


MARINE  MAMMALS 
Issuance  of  Permit 

On  April  8,  1975,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  15926) 
that  an  application  had  been  filed  with 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  by 
Gulf  Exhibition  Corporation,  Gulfarium, 
Fort  Walton  Beach,  Florida  32548  to  take 
three  (3)  Atlantic  bottlenosed  dolphins 
( Tursiops  truncatus) ,  three  (3)  Califor¬ 
nia  sea  lions  i7.alorph.us  calif omianus) 
and  two  (2)  pilot  whales  ( Globicephala 
macrorhyncha )  for  the  purpose  of  public 
display. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  on  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975,  and  as  authorized  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) , 
the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  Is¬ 
sued  a  permit  for  the  requested  dolphins 
and  sea  lions  to  Gulf  Exhibition  Corpora¬ 
tion,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
forth  therein.  The  request  for  a  permit 
to  take  pilot  whales  was  denied. 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20235;  Office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Southeast  Region,  Duval 
Building,  9450  Gandy  Boulevard,  St 
Petersburg,  Florida  33702;  and  In  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Southwest 
Region,  300  South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal 
Island,  California  90731. 

Dated:  August  8,  1975. 

Jack  Gehringer, 

Acting  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-21746  Piled  8-18-75;8:45  ami 


MARINE  MAMMALS 

Issuance  of  a  Permit  To  Take  and  Import 

On  June  10, 1975,  notice  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  24762) 
and  corrected  on  June  26,  1975  (40  F.R. 
27067)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Warren  M.  Zapol,  Department  of 
Anesthesia,  Massachusetts  General  Hos¬ 
pital,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02114,  for  a 
permit  to  take  and  import  up  to  fifty-one 
Weddell  seals  (Leptonychotes  weddelli) 
f«*  the  purpose  of  scientific  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Aug.  8, 
1975,  and  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  the  National 
ya-rinpi  Fisheries  Service  issued  a  Permit 
for  the  above  taking  to  Dr.  Warren  M. 
Zapol,  subject  to  certain  conditions  set 
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forth  therein.  The  Permit  Is  available  for 
review  by  interested  persons  In  the  Office 
of  the  Director,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Washington,  D.C.  20235  and 
in  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
Northeast  Region,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service,  Federal  Building,  14  Elm 
Street,  Gloucester,  Massachusetts  01930. 

Dated :  August  8,  1975. 

Fred  Cleaver, 

Acting  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-21747  Filed  8-18-76;  8:46  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

GAS  WATER  HEATERS  AND  ELECTRIC 
WATER  HEATERS 

Proposed  Programs  for  Appliance  Efficien¬ 
cy  Notice  of  Extension  of  Time  for  Filing 

Comments 

On  June  23, 1975,  notices  of  a  Proposed 
Program  for  Appliance  Efficiency — Gaa 
Water  Heaters  (40  FR  26290)  and  a  Pro¬ 
posed  Program  for  Appliance  Efficiency — 
Electric  Water  Heaters  (40  FR  26294) 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  Interested  persons  were  given  until 
July  14,  1975,  to  submit  comments  re¬ 
garding  these  proposals.  In  a  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  July  28, 
1975  (40  FR  31649) ,  the  comment  periods 
tor  the  two  proposals  were  extended  to 
August  1, 1975. 

A  request  for  an  additional  extension 
of  the  comment  period  has  now  been  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Gas  Appliance  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association  (GAMA).  The  addi¬ 
tional  time  is  needed  so  that  GAMA  may 
adequately  examine  several  alternative 
methods  for  verifying  the  degree  of  effi¬ 
ciency  improvements  achieved  by  the 
water  heater  industry  in  response  to  the 
Department  of  Commerce  program. 

In  response  to  this  request  from  the 
Gas  Appliance  Manufacturers  Associa¬ 
tion,  the  comment  periods  for  the  two 
proposed  programs  for  water  heater 
efficiency  are  hereby  extended  to  August 
25, 1975. 

Issued:  August  14, 1975. 

Betst  Ancker-  Johnson, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology. 

{FR  Doc. 76-21966  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  CC-9] 

INDUSTRIAL  AIR  CONDITIONING  AND 
REFRIGERATION  CORP. 

Proposed  Ineligibility  (Debarment) 

COMPLIANCE  PROCEEDING  PUR¬ 
SUANT  TO  EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11246 
AND  IMPLEMENTING  RULES,  REGU¬ 
LATIONS  AND  ORDERS  ISSUED 
THEREUNDER. 

Pursuant  to  sections  208  and  209  of 
Federal  Executive  Order  11246  and  41 
CFR  S  60-1.26  (b),  notice  is  hereby  given 


that  Respondent  Industrial  Air  Condi¬ 
tioning  and  Refrigeration  Corporation 
(hereinafter,  "Industrial  Air”)  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  on  the 
Allegations  set  forth  below.  A  copy  of 
Executive  Order  11246,  a  copy  of  the  Reg¬ 
ulation  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance,  a  copy  of  the  Department’s 
Procedural  Rules  for  Proceedings  under 
Executive  Order  11246,  and  copies  of  the 
Philadelphia  Plan  Orders  and  Appendices 
of  June  27  and  September  23,  1969,  are 
attached. 

On  or  before  September  2,  1975,  Re¬ 
spondent  may  file  an  answer  to  *>»i« 
notice  and  may  request  a  hearing.  The 
request  for  hearing  shall  be  Included  as 
a  separate  paragraph  of  the  answer.  The 
answer  shall  admit  or  deny  specifically 
and  in  detail  the  matters  set  forth  in 
each  allegation  of  this  notice  unless 
Respondent  is  without  knowledge,  in 
which  case  the  answer  shall  so  state,  and 
the  statement  shall  be  deemed  a  denial. 
Matters  alleged  as  affirmative  defenses 
shall  be  separately  stated  and  numbered. 
If  Respondent  fails  to  file  an  answer,  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  otherwise  formally 
contest  the  allegations  in  this  notice 
within  the  14-day  period  following  re¬ 
ceipt  hereof,  the  matters  alleged  herein 
are  deemed  admitted  and  Respondent’s 
opportunity  for  hearing  is  deemed 
waived.  The  Director,  Office  for  Civil 
Rights,  may  enter  an  order  declaring 
Respondent  ineligible  for  award  of  Fed¬ 
eral  and  Federally-assisted  contracts  or 
subcontracts,  or  extensions  or  other 
modifications  of  existing  contracts,  until 
the  Respondent  has  satisfied  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  that  it  has  established  and 
will  carry  out  personnel  and  employment 
policies  and  practices  in  compliance  with 
the  Order. 

The  answer,  request  for  hearing,  and 
all  other  documents  permitted  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Respondent  in  this  proceeding 
must  be  mailed  or  delivered  to  the  Civil 
Rights  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
4519  North  Building,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  SW,  Washington,  DC.  20201. 
An  original  and  two  copies  should  be 
filed  and  an  additional  copy  should  be 
mailed  or  delivered  to  the  attorney  in 
the  Office  of  the  General  Counsel  whose 
address  Is  Indicated  below  his  signature 
hereon. 

Allegations 

The  General  Counsel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
(hereinafter,  "Department"),  acting  on 
behalf  of  the  Department  alleges  as 
follows: 

1.  Respondent  Is  a  contractor  which 
performs  plumbing  and  heating,  venti¬ 
lating  and  air-conditioning  work  on  in¬ 
stitutional  construction  projects,  with  a 
place  of  business  at  4640  Large  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19124. 

2.  The  construction  of  the  Temple 
University  Pharmacy,  Nursing,  and 
Allied  Health  Services  Center  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “Temple”)  is  funded 
in  part  by  a  Federally-assisted  grant 
under  the  Public  Health  Services  Act 


administered  by  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare  (Federal 
Project  Nos.  PM-422  and  AH-507) .  Re¬ 
spondent  was  the  prime  plumbing  con¬ 
tractor  on  the  Temple  project  and  car¬ 
ried  out  work  in  the  plumbing  trade  on 
this  project  in  1970  through  1973.  Also, 
in  1972,  Respondent  performed  1199 
hours  in  steamfltting  on  the  Temple 
project. 

3.  Respondent’s  contract  for  the 
Temple  project  meets  the  criteria  for 
applicability  of  Executive  Order  11246 
[41  CFR  60-1.5  (a)  1  and  for  applicability 
of  the  Revised  Philadelphia  Plan  (Phila¬ 
delphia  Plan  Order  of  June  27,  1969, 
paragraph  2  on  page  1) : 

a.  The  total  estimated  cost  of  the 
project  was  greater  than  $500,000; 

b.  The  project  is  situated  in  the  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania,  Standard  Metro¬ 
politan  statistical  Area,  which  includes 
the  County  of  Philadelphia;  and 

c.  Respondent’s  contract  exceeded 

$10,000. 

4.  a.  Section  301  of  Executive  Order 
11246  provides  that  applicants  for  Fed¬ 
eral  financial  assistance  for  construc¬ 
tion  shall  agree  to  incorporate  the  stand¬ 
ard  equal  employment  opportunity  pro¬ 
visions  set  forth  at  Section  202  of  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11246  in  all  construction  con¬ 
tracts  and  subcontracts  paid  for  in  whole 
or  in  part  with  the  Federal  financial  as¬ 
sistance,  “together  with  such  additional 
provisions  as  the  Secretary  [of  Labor] 
deems  appropriate  to  establish  and  pro¬ 
tect  the  interest  of  the  United  States  in 
the  enforcement  of  those  obligations 
[standard  equal  employment  opportunity 
provisions].”  Pursuant  to  this  latter  pro¬ 
vision  of  Section  301,  and  in  exercise  of 
its  overall  responsibility  for  enforcement 
of  Executive  Order  11246,  the  UJ3.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  Issued  to  heads  of  all 
Federal  Agencies  the  Revised  Philadel¬ 
phia  Plan  Orders  of  June  27,  1969,  and 
September  23,  1969.  These  Orders  re¬ 
quire  that,  on  each  applicable  Federally- 
assisted  construction  project,  no  prime 
contract  shall  be  awarded  to  a  bidder  on 
such  a  project  unless  the  bidder’s  af¬ 
firmative  action  program  contains  spe¬ 
cific  numerical  minority  utilization  goals 
which  meet  the  standards,  specified  in 
the  invitation  for  bids,  for  the  trades  to 
be  used  in  performing  the  contract.  The 
bidder  must  incorporate  these  goals  into 
its  bid. 

b.  The  Revised  Philadelphia  Plan 
Orders,  applicable  to  the  Temple  project, 
specified  that  an  acceptable  affirmative 
action  program  for  the  trade  of  plumbing 
would  result  in  the  following  rates  of 
minority  employment  on  the  project: 
from  five  (5)  to  eight  (8)  percent  for 
1970,  from  ten  (10)  to  fourteen  (14)  per¬ 
cent  for  1971,  from  fifteen  (15)  to  nine¬ 
teen  (19)  percent  for  1972,  and  from 
twenty  (20)  to  twenty-four  (24)  percent 
for  1973. 

c.  The  Revised  Philadelphia  Plan 
Orders  also  specified  that  an  acceptable 
affirmative  action  program  for  the  trade 
of  steamfitting  would  result  in  a  rate 
of  minority  employment  on  the  project 
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of  from  fifteen  (15)  to  nineteen  (19) 
percent  for  1972. 

5.  During  the  term  of  Respondent’s 
performance  on  the  Temple  project.  It 
did  not  participate  In  any  multi-em¬ 
ployer  program  pertaining  to  the  steam¬ 
fitting  or  plumbing  trade  which  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  OFCC  and  which  is  acceptable 
in  lieu  of  a  goal  for  minority  steamfitter 
employees. 

6.  a.  In  response  to  the  invitation  for 
bids  on  the  project.  Respondent  incor¬ 
porated  into  its  bid  the  following  minor¬ 
ity  utilization  goals  for  the  trade  of 
plumbing:  one  minority  employee  out  of 
ten  total  employees  for  1970  and  1971  and 
2  minority  employees  out  of  a  total  of 
ten  employees  for  1972.  No  goals  were 
submitted  for  plumbing  in  1973  and  no 
goals  were  submitted  for  steamfitting. 

b.  Respondent  also  contracted  to  make 
every  good  faith  effort  to  meet  the  goals 
which  had  been  established. 

7.  a.  Respondent  began  work  on  the 
Temple  project  in  November  1970  and 
finished  in  May  1973.  Respondent’s 
minority  utilization  for  plumbing  was  as 
follows:  zero  percent  in  1970,  4.18  per¬ 
cent  in  1971,  8.03  percent  in  1972  and 
28.81  percent  in  1973.  Thus,  Industrial 
Air  did  not  meet  the  minority  manpower 
goals  for  1970,  1971,  or  1972.  Further¬ 
more,  although  Respondent  exceeded  the 
applicable  goal  in  1973.  when  it  per¬ 
formed  approximately  two  percent  of  its 
total  hours  on  the  Temple  project.  Re¬ 
spondent  did  not  meet  its  goals  in  a  sub¬ 
stantially  uniform  manner,  throughout 
Its  performance  on  the  project,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  4  of  the  September  23, 
1969  Order.  From  July  1970  to  May  1973, 
Respondent  hired  approximately  34 
plumbers  who  worked  on  the  Temple 
project  for  Respondent  subsequent  to 
being  hired.  Four  of  these  plumbers  were 
minority  persons.  Thus,  in  addition  to 
the  minority  persons  hired.  Respondent 
had  other  opportunities  during  the  term 
of  performance  on  the  Temple  project  to 
hire,  and  did  hire,  new  plumbers  to  work 
on  the  project. 

b.  Respondent’s  minority  utilization  in 
steamfitting  was  zero  percent  in  1972. 
Thus,  Respondent  did  not  meet  the 
minority  manpower  goal  as  set  forth  in 
the  Revised  Philadelphia  Plan  Orders. 
Industrial  Air  used  a  total  of  6  non¬ 
minority  steamfltters  on  the  project,  5  of 
whom  were  in  its  employ  in  July  1970. 
Thus,  Respondent  had  an  opportunity 
during  the  term  of  performance  to  hire, 
and  did  hire,  a  new  steamfitter  em¬ 
ployee. 

8.  Respondent  did  not  make  every  good 
faith  effort  to  meet  its  minority  em¬ 
ployment  goals  for  the  plumbing  and 
steamfitting  trades  on  the  Temple  proj¬ 
ect.  Among  other  things: 

a.  Respondent  did  not  notify  com¬ 
munity  organizations  as  well  as  govern¬ 
ment,  private  training,  or  worker  refer¬ 
ral  agencies  of  opportunities  for  employ¬ 
ment  with  Respondent  during  the  per¬ 
formance  on  the  Temple  project. 


b.  Respondent  did  not  maintain  a  file 
in  which  it  recorded  for  use  in  securing 
minority-group  workers,  the  names  and 
addresses  of,  and  other  information  re¬ 
garding  minority-group  workers  referred 
to  it,  including  specifically  what  action 
was  taken  with  respect  to  employing 
such  individuals  with  contractor’s  firm, 
and  if  such  worker  was  not  employed  by 
the  contractor,  the  reasons  therefor  as 
well  as  the  reasons  workers  referred  to 
the  hiring  hall  were  not  employed. 

c.  Respondent  did  not  seek  to  meet  its 
goals  by  participating  in  and  availing 
itself  of  training  programs  in  the  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pennsylvania,  area  during  the 
term  of  its  performance  on  the  Temple 
project. 

9.  Respondent  did  not  take  adequate 
and  reasonable  affirmative  steps  to  as¬ 
sure  nondiscrimination  in  employment 
in  the  work  it  performed  on  the  project 
nor  did  it  maintain  nondiscriminatory 
employment  in  the  steamfitting  and 
plumbing  trade  in  its  entire  work  force 
during  the  term  of  its  performance  on 
this  project. 

10.  Adequate  efforts  were  made  by  this 
Department  to  achieve  Respondent’s  vol¬ 
untary  compliance  with  the  Federally- 
established  equal  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity  requirements  in  its  contract  on 
the  Temple  project,  but  such  efforts  were 
unsuccessful  in  securing  Respondent’s 
compliance. 

11.  By  reason  of  the  above.  Respond¬ 
ent  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  its  Federally -assisted  contract  on- 
bodying  the  Revised  Philadelphia  Plan 
Orders,  and  with  Section  (1)  and  (4)  of 
the  Equal  Employment  Opportunity 
Clause  of  its  contract  as  prescribed  by 
the  Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compli¬ 
ance  Regulations  (41  CFR  Sections  60- 
1.4(b))  and  as  prescribed  by  Executive 
Order  11246  (Sections  202  and  301). 

Wherefore,  the  General  Counsel  re¬ 
quests  that  the  Hearing  Officer  recom¬ 
mend  that  an  Order  be  entered,  pursuant 
to  41  CFR  60-1.26(b)  (2)  (vi) : 

1.  Finding  that  Respondent  failed  to 
comply  with  Executive  Order  11246,  and 
the  rules,  regulations  and  orders  Issued 
and  promulgated  thereunder,  as  well  as 
with  its  contract,  during  its  perform¬ 
ance  on  the  Temple  project  in  1970, 1971, 
and  1972,  in  the  trade  of  plumbing,  and 
in  1972  in  the  trade  of  steamfitting. 

2.  Finding  that  this  Department  has 
been  unable  to  achieve  the  compliance  of 
Respondent  through  voluntary  and  in¬ 
formal  means;  and 

3.  Providing  that  Respondent  shall  be 
ineligible  for  the  award  of  any  contracts 
or  subcontracts  funded  in  whole  or  in 
part  with  Federal  funds,  and  shall  be  in¬ 
eligible  for  extensions  or  other  modifica¬ 
tions  of  any  existing  contracts,  until  Re¬ 
spondent  has  satisfied  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  that  Respondent  has  established 
and  will  carry  out  personnel  and  em¬ 
ployment  policies  in  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11246,  and 
the  rules,  regulations  and  orders  Issued 
thereunder. 


(Copy  of  Certificate  of  Service  of  this 
document  filed  with  original.) 

Respectfully  submitted. 

For  the  General  Counsel,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

Dated :  August  14, 1975. 

.  Edward  P.  Levy, 

Attorney. 

Jeffrey  B.  Rosen, 
Attorney,  Civil  Rights  Division. 
[FR  Doc.75-21808  Filed  8-18-75; 8:45  am] 


Public  Health  Service 

ALCOHOL,  DRUG  ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

The  organizational  structure  of  the 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration  (ADAMHA)  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  on  December  26, 
1973,  which  reflected  implementation  of 
a  Reorganization  Order,  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1973,  signed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  Numerous  changes  in  the  ADAMHA 
structure  and  functional  statements  are 
now  necessary  to  reflect  current  opera¬ 
tional  requirements. 

These  changes  include  the  placement 
of  specific  responsibility  for  quality  as¬ 
surance  and  service  financing  activities 
in  the  Office  of  the  Administrator;  abol¬ 
ishment  of  the  Division  of  State  and 
Community  Assistance  and  establishment 
of  a  Division  of  Resource  Development 
within  the  National  Institute  on  Alcohol 
Abuse  and  Alcoholism;  transfer  of  the 
mental  health  epidemiology  function 
from  the  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health’s  Division  of  Extramural  Re¬ 
search  Programs  to  the  Division  of 
Biometry;  and  a  number  of  other  minor 
changes. 

Part  13  of  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority  for  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  entitled  Al¬ 
cohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration  (C000)  (38  FR  2731)  as 
amended  by  39  FR  1654-1658  Is  amended 
by  deleting  Section  13-B,  Organization 
and  Functions,  and  Inserting  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Section  13-B,  Orcankation  and  Functions 

ALCOHOL,  DRUG  ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION  (000) 

Provides  leadership,  policies,  and  goals  for 
the  Federal  effort  designed  to  assure  the 
treatment  and  rehabilitation  of  persons  with 
alcohol,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  health 
problems  and  to  prevent  such  problems.  In 
carrying  out  these  responsibilities  the  Ad¬ 
ministration:  (1)  Conducts  and  supports  re¬ 
search  on  the  biological,  psychological,  so¬ 
ciological,  and  epidemiological  aspects  of 
alcoholism,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  health 
and  Ulness;  (2)  supports  the  training  of 
professional  and  paraprofesslonal  personnel 
in  the  prevention,  treatment  and  control  of 
alcoholism  and  drug  abuse;  and  in  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  mental  health  and  the  prevention 
and  treatment  of  mental  Illness;  (8)  eon- 
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ducts  and  supports  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  on  the  delivery  of  alcoholism,  drug 
abuse,  and  mental  health  services  and  sup¬ 
ports  services  programs  and  projects.  In¬ 
cluding  facilities  construction  as  appropri¬ 
ate;  (4)  develops  standards  and  regulations 
for  assuring  the  quality  of  alcoholism,  drug 
abuse,  and  mental  health  services  and  pro¬ 
vides  assistance  to  regional,  State,  and  local 
professional  standards  review  organizations 
In  cooperation  with  appropriate  PHS  or¬ 
ganization  components;  (5)  provides  anal¬ 
ysis  and  consultation  concerning  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  alcoholism,  drug  abuse,  and  mental 
health  services  as  part  of  the  basic  range 
ctf  health  services  and  their  eligibility  under 
Federal  and  other  health  financing  sources, 
including  third  party  payment  through  In¬ 
surance  programs;  (6)  facilitates  linkages  of 
alcohol,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  health  serv¬ 
ices  with  social,  law  enforcement,  and  other 
human  services;  (7)  collaborates  with  and 
provides  technical  assistance  to  State  au¬ 
thorities  and  Regional  Offices,  and  supports 
State  and  community  efforts  tn  planning, 
establishing,  maintaining,  coordinating  and 
evaluating  more  effective  alcoholism,  drug 
abuse,  and  mental  health  programs;  (8)  col¬ 
laborates  with,  provides  assistance  to,  and 
encourages  other  Federal  agencies,  national, 
foreign.  State  and  local  organizations,  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  voluntary  groups  to  facilitate 
and  expand  programs  for  the  prevention  of 
alcohol,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  health  prob¬ 
lems  and  for  the  care,  treatment,  and  re¬ 
habilitation  of  persons  with  these  problems; 
(9)  provides  Information  on  alcoholism,  drug 
abuse,  and  mental  health  to  the  public  and 
to  the  scientific  community. 

Office  of  the  Administrator  ( CAOO ) 

t  (1)  Provides  leadership  and  direction  in 
the  development  of  programs  concerned  with 
Che  prevention,  treatment,  and  control  of 
alcoholism,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  Illness; 
arui  the  promotion  of  mental  health  gener¬ 
ally;  (2)  coordinates  ADAMHA  programs  and 
activities  concerned  with:  (a)  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  standards  and  regulations  for  assur¬ 
ing  the  quality  of  alcoholism,  drug  abuse, 
and  mental  health  services;  and  (b)  nego¬ 
tiations  with  providers  and  Insurers  regard¬ 
ing  third  party  and  other  financing  of  such 
services;  (3)  carries  out  such  ADAMHA-wlde 
functions  as  coordination  of  International 
activities,  provision  of  executive  secretariat 
services,  coordination  of  EEO  activities,  de¬ 
velopment  of  extramural  program  policy, 
analysis  of  legislative  issues  and  development 
of  related  policy  and  position  papers,  referral 
of  grant  applications,  and  committee  man¬ 
agement;  (4)  maintains  liaison  with  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 
cm  matters  related  to  program  activities  of 
regional  Interest  and  such  other  activities 
as  may  be  required. 

E  Office  of  Program  Planning  and 

Evaluation  ( CA11 ) 

;■  (1)  Coordinates  the  Administration’s  pro¬ 

gram  planning,  analytical,  and  evaluation 
activities;  (2)  develops  and  Implements  the 
ADAMHA 's  forward  plans  and  operational 
plans  with  the  participation  of  the  Office  of 
Administrative  Management  and  the  Office 
of  Program  Coordination;  (3)  analyzes  policy 
Issues  having  Administration-wide  Implica¬ 
tions  and  provides  related  resources  analyses; 

(4)  provides  a  continuing  assessment  of 
ADAMHA  research,  resources  development 
and  service  programs  as  related  to  Agency- 
wide  objectives,  including  the  analysis  of 
Agency  trends  and  developments  and  the 
derivation  of  long-term  projections;  (6)  col¬ 
lects  and  maintains  programmatic  data  on 
ADAMHA  grant  and  contract  activities. 


Office  of  Program  Coordination  ( CA13 ) 

(1)  Coordinates  ADAMHA  program  activi¬ 
ties  with  other  components  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  other  Federal  agencies  and  States,  In¬ 
cluding  a  state  program  development  effort 
to  demonstrate  how  combined  Federal,  Re¬ 
gional,  and  State  technical  assistance  and 
consultative  resources  can  be  more  effectively 
coordinated  to  improve  the  alcoholism,  drug 
abuse,  and  mental  health  delivery  system 
within  a  given  State;  (2)  serves  as  central 
liaison  and  coordinating  point  between  the 
three  ADAMHA  Institutes  and  the  Regional 
Offices,  including  those  activities  relating  to 
Implementation  of  the  Regional  Health  Ad¬ 
ministrator's  Work  Plan;  (3)  facilitates  co¬ 
ordination  and  collaboration  between  com¬ 
ponents  of  ADAMHA  and  professional  orga¬ 
nizations,  citizen  organizations,  and  public 
Interest  groups  (including  minority  groups) 
with  common  Interests  In  preventing  and 
reducing  mental  illness,  alcoholism,  and 
drug  abuse,  and  Improving  mental  health; 

(4)  promotes  the  Internal  Integration  of 
alcohol,  drug  abuse,  and  mental  health  pro¬ 
gram  activities  at  the  operational  level;  (6) 
collaborates  with  the  Office  of  Program  Plan¬ 
ning  and  Evaluation  In  the  development  and 
Implementation  of  the  ADAMHA's  forward 
plans  and  operational  plans  as  they  lfnplnge 
upon  program  coordination  matters. 

Office  of  Administrative  Management 
(CA15). 

(1)  Develops  policies,  guidelines,  and  pro¬ 
cedures  concerning  ADAMHA  administrative 
management;  (2)  provides  administrative 
services  to  the  ADAMHA  In  such  areas  as 
(a)  financial  management.  Including  budget 
and  accounting,  (b)  management  policy, 
(o)  grants  and  contracts  policy  and  review, 
including  cost  advisory  services,  (d)  com¬ 
puter  systems,  (e)  personnel  management, 
and  (f)  general  services;  (8)  advises  the 
Office  of  Program  Planning  and  Evaluation 
and  other  ADAMHA  components  regarding 
the  Implications  of  administrative  policy  on 
program  planning  and  operations;  (4)  par¬ 
ticipates  in  the  development  of  the  Admin, 
lstratlon’s  forward  *nd  operational  plans; 

(5)  maintains  liaison  and  coordination  with 
the  appropriate  staff  elements  in  the  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Division  of  Financial  Management 
(CA1S03) 

(1)  Plans  and  coordinates  the  Adminis¬ 
tration's  financial  management  activities; 

(2)  provides  financial  data  input  for  the 
Administration's  forward  and  operational 
plank;  (3)  develops  the  ADAMHA’s  annual 
budget  and  participates  In  budget  hearings; 
(4)  develops  policies  and  procedures  for  ac¬ 
counting  and  other  resources  control  systems; 

(6)  provides  accounting  and  other  fiscal  serv¬ 
ices  to  the  ADAMHA;  (0)  develops  financial- 
management  reporting  systems  to  meet  the 
needs  of  ADAMHA  planning  and  decision 
making. 

Division  of  Management  Policy 
( CA1504 ) 

(1)  Develops  and  recommends  plans,  poli¬ 
cies,  organizational  patterns,  systems,  meth¬ 
ods,  and  procedures  for  the  general  manage¬ 
ment  of  ADAMHA  activities;  (2)  provides 
advice  and  assistance  to  Improve  manage¬ 
ment  and  coordinates  the  Implementation  of 
policies,  systems,  methods,  and  procedures; 

(3)  performs  or  coordinates  studies  and  sur¬ 
veys  of  the  management  of  ADAMHA  activi¬ 
ties,  including  those  related  to  manpower 
utilization,  cost  of  operations,  and  effective¬ 
ness;  (4)  insures  the  Integration  of  program 
and  management  planning;  (6)  maintains  a 
management  Issuance  system;  (6)  negotiates 


solutions  to  Intra-agency  problems  of  or¬ 
ganization,  functions,  policy,  procedures, 
and  coordination;  (7)  furnishes  forms  and 
records  management  services  for  the 
ADAMHA. 

Division  of  General  Services  ( CA1S05 ) 

(1)  Plans  and  coordinates  the  provision  of 
general  services  for  the  Administration  in¬ 
cluding  supply,  space,  safety,  mall,  facilities 
acquisition  and  utilization,  and  printing  and 
publications  management;  (2)  advises  ADAM 
HA  management  on  policy,  procedures,  and 
other  requirements  In  connection  with  these 
services;  (3)  establishes  and  coordinates  ar¬ 
rangements  with  other  agencies  to  provide 
supplies,  equipment,  and  services;  (4)  pro¬ 
vides  general  services  for  those  components 
of  the  Administration  located  In  Head¬ 
quarters  office. 

Division  of  Grants  and  Contracts 
Management  ( CA1507 ) 

(1)  Develops  and  Issues  policies,  standards, 
procedures,  forms,  and  guides  for  the  man¬ 
agement  of  ADAMHA  grants  and  negotiated 
contracts,  and  monitors  their  application  or 
uses  (2)  serves  as  focal  point  for  Interpret¬ 
ing  regulations,  policies,  and  procedures  con¬ 
cerning  ADAMHA  grants  and  contracts;  (3) 
develops  and  operates  a  system  for  gather¬ 
ing,  analyzing,  and  reporting  management 
data;  (4)  provides  grants  and  contracts  cost 
advisory  services  to  ADAMHA;  (5)  adminis¬ 
ters  the  ADAMHA  system  of  Informal  grantee 
appeal  on  adverse  actions;  (6)  coordinates 
Administration  actions  on  audit  reports  and 
determines  final  resolution;  (7)  reviews  pro¬ 
posals  for  ADAMHA  contracts  in  excess  of 
stipulated  dollar  levels  and  negotiates  con¬ 
tracts  for  the  Office  of  the  Administrator. 

Division  of  Computer  Systems  ( CA1S08 ) 

(1)  Develops  policies,  standards,  and  pro¬ 
cedures  for  Administration  ADP  activities 
Including  the  ADAMHA's  annual  ADP  plan; 
(2)  participates  tn  establishing  ADAMHA 
requirements  for  computer-based  data  proc¬ 
essing  systems  In  both  program  and  adminis¬ 
trative  areas;  (3)  develops  computer  systems 
for  the  ADAMHA.  Including  systems  analysis, 
programming,  and  related  activities;  (4)  pro¬ 
vides  mathematical  and  statistical  data 
processing  capability  and  consultation  to  Ad¬ 
ministration  components;  (5)  operates  auto¬ 
matic  data  processing  equipment;  (6)  Initi¬ 
ates  and/or  coordinates  the  acquisition  of 
data  processing  equipment  and  outside  serv¬ 
ices  for  the  Administration;  (7)  provides 
technical  assistance  and  clearance  to 
ADAMHA  components  on  grants  and  con¬ 
tracts  where  ADP  elements  are  Involved;  (8) 
conducts  research  on  ADP  systems  and  equip¬ 
ment  for  application  to  present  and  future 
operations. 

Division  of  Personnel  Management 
(CA1509) 

(1)  Provides  personnel  management  ad¬ 
vice  and  assistance  to  the  Administrator, 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  to  managers  and  super¬ 
visors  within  Its  servicing  area;  (2)  partici¬ 
pates  in  the  development  of  agency  goals 
and  operating  plans  related  to  personnel 
management;  (3)  within  Its  servicing  area, 
provides  personnel  management  and  person¬ 
nel  administration  services,  Including  man¬ 
power  planning  and  utilization,  employment, 
recruitment,  compensation  and  classifica¬ 
tion,  executive  and  career  development,  up¬ 
ward  mobility,  labor  relations,  employee  re¬ 
lations  and  occupational  health;  (4)  co¬ 
ordinates  and  provides  technical  assistance 
and  guidance  to  the  personnel  office  of  Saint 
Elizabeths  Hospital  in  the  above  areas  at 
personnel  management  and  administration; 
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(fi)  prepares  staff  studies  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  ADAMHA  management  on  personnel 
needs  and  problems;  (6)  Identifies  the  need 
for  personnel  policies  and  programs  to  PHS 
and  collaborates  with  PHS,  as  appropriate. 
In  the  development  of  such  policies  and  pro¬ 
grams;  (7)  develops  and  Implements  operat¬ 
ing  procedures  and  Interprets  policies  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  meet  the  special  needs 
of  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration  In  the  application  of  PHS, 
DHEW,  CSC  and  other  Government  agency 
regulations;  (8)  represents  Alcohol,  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administration  In 
personnel  management  matters  with  PHS, 
DHEW,  CSC,  other  Government  agencies, 
professional  societies,  and  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities. 

Office  of  Communications  and  Public  Affairs 
(OA17) 

(1)  Provides  for  the  public  affairs  aspects 
of  ADAMHA’s  programs  through  relation¬ 
ships  with  the  media,  professional  and  citizen 
organizations  and  public  Interest  groups,  and 
sponsorship  of  special  events;  (2)  serves  as 
central  liaison  and  coordinating  point  for  In¬ 
stitute  and  ADAMHA- wide  communications 
projects  and  activities,  promotes  collabora¬ 
tion  among  the  three  Institutes  In  these 
activities,  and  assures  that  they  are  In  accord 
with  ADAMHA  goals;  (3)  reviews  and  clears 
publications,  audio  visuals,  press  releases  and 
contracts  which  are  designed  for  or  include 
material  of  a  communication  nature  for  the 
scientific  or  general  public,  and  serves  as 
clearance  liaison  with  OASH  and  03  Offices 
of  Public  Affairs;  (4)  advises  the  Administra¬ 
tor  on  policy  matters  related  to  ADAMHA 
communications  and  public  affairs  activities; 
(S)  coordinates  ADAMHA  activities  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  and  insures  the 
availability  of  Information  to  the  public. 

National  Institute  on  Drug  Abuse  ( CCOO ) 

Provides  leadership,  policies,  and  goals  for 
the  Federal  effort  In  the  prevention,  control, 
and  treatment  of  narcotic  addiction  and  drug 
abuse,  and  the  rehabilitation  of  affected  In¬ 
dividuals.  In  carrying  out  these  responsibili¬ 
ties  the  Institute:  (1)  conducts  and  supports 
research  on  the  biological,  psychological, 
sociological,  and  epidemiological  aspects  of 
narcotlo  addiction,  and  drug  abuse;  (2)  sup¬ 
ports  the  training  of  professional  and  para- 
professlonal  personnel  In  prevention,  treat¬ 
ment  and  control  of  drug  abuse;  (3)  con¬ 
ducts  and  supports  research  on  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  Improvement  of  drug  abuse  serv¬ 
ices  delivery,  administration,  and  financing 
and  supports  services  programs  and  projects 
including  facilities  construction  as  appropri¬ 
ate;  (4)  collaborates  with  and  provides  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  to  State  authorities  and  Re¬ 
gional  Offices,  and  supports  State  and  com¬ 
munity  efforts  In  planning,  establishing, 
maintaining,  coordinating  and  evaluating 
more  effective  narcotic  addiction  and  drug 
abuse  programs;  (5)  collaborates  with,  pro¬ 
vides  assistance  to,  and  encourages  other  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies,  national,  foreign.  State  and 
local  organizations,  hospitals,  and  volunteer 
groups  to  facilitate  and  extend  programs  for 
the  prevention  of  narcotic  addiction,  and  for 
the  care,  treatment,  and  rehabilitation  of  ad¬ 
dicted  persons;  (6)  carries  out  administrative 
and  financial  management,  policy  develop¬ 
ment,  planning  and  evaluation,  and  public 
Information  functions  which  are  required  to 
lmolement  such  programs. 

Office  of  the  Director  (CC01 ) 

(1)  Provides  leadership,  direction,  and 
policy  in  the  development  of  Institute  goals, 
priorities,  policies,  and  programs;  and  serves 
as  the  focal  point  for  the  Department's  efforts 
on  drug  abuse;  (2)  provides  overall  program 
coordination;  (3)  conducts  and  coordinates 


Institute  Interagency,  Intergovernmental, 
and  International  activities,  including  liaison 
with  the  Regional  Offices;  (4)  analyzes  legis¬ 
lative  Issues  and  develops  related  policy  and 
position  papers;  (5)  assesses  the  Impact  of 
Institute  programs;  (6)  provides  support  to 
the  Institute  In  various  areas  of  administra¬ 
tive  management,  equal  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity.  and  In  program  development,  policy 
analysis  and  legislative  analysis;  (7)  admin¬ 
isters  committee  management  activities  and 
provides  correspondence  control  services  for 
the  Institute. 

Office  of  Program  Development  and  Analysis 
(CC11) 

(1)  Develops  program  plans  and  monitors 
progress  toward  established  objectives;  (fi) 
analyzes  program  policy  and  activities  and 
develops  recommendations  for  critical  pro¬ 
gram  changes;  (fi)  develops  Institute  pro¬ 
gram  evaluation  policy  and  plans  and  Ini¬ 
tiates  proposals  for,  and  participates  In,  pro¬ 
gram  evaluation;  (4)  develops  data  require¬ 
ments  pertinent  to  planning  and  evaluating 
program  actlvtles;  (8)  conducts  surveillance 
activities  to  measure  the  Impact  of  Institute 
programs  on  national  and  International 
trends. 

Office  of  Program  Support  ( CC15 ) 

Provides  support  to  the  Institute  In  vari¬ 
ous  areas  of  administrative  management 
such  as  the  following:  Awarding  and  ad¬ 
ministering  Institute-sponsored  grants,  con¬ 
tracts,  and  Interagency  agreements;  de¬ 
veloping  Institute  budget  proposals  and 
establishing  and  maintaining  controls  to 
assure  maximum  utilization  of  Institute 
funds,  facilities,  and  manpower;  providing 
general  logistical  support  for  the  Institute; 
and  maintaining  liaison  with  management 
staff  of  the  Office  of  the  Administrator,  and 
Implementing  within  the  NIDA  general  man¬ 
agement  policies  prescribed  by  ADAMHA. 

Division  of  Research  ( CC41 ) 

(1)  Plans,  develops  and  administers  a 
broad  program  of  biomedical  and  psycho¬ 
social  drug  abuse  research  Involving  both 
Intramural  and  extramural  activities;  (fi) 
collaborates  with  the  Division  of  Commu¬ 
nity  Assistance  and  organizations  outside 
the  Institute  Including  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  to  facilitate  research  program  devel¬ 
opment;  (8)  stimulates  communication  of 
appropriate  Information  through  consulta¬ 
tion  and  the  development  of  conferences, 
committees,  and  publications;  (4)  conducts 
studies  to  develop  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary,  DHEW  on  the  scheduling  of  drugs 
having  abuse  potential. 

Division  of  Resource  Development  ( CC43 ) 

(1)  Plans,  develops  and  supports  programs 
designed  to  Insure  the  training  and  avail¬ 
ability  of  qualified  and  competent  manpower 
In  the  drug  abuse  field;  (2)  conducts  and 
supports  educational  programs  directed  at 
reducing  the  Incidence  of  drug  abuse;  (3) 
designs  and  develops  Innovative  programs  of 
drug  abuse  treatment  and  rehabilitation; 
(4)  plans,  develops  and  carries  out  programs 
to  Identify  changing  patterns  and  predict 
future  problem  areas  of  drug  abuse;  (6) 
collaborates  with  the  Division  of  Community 
Assistance  in  assisting  States  and  communi¬ 
ties  In  developing  drug  abuse  prevention  and 
control  programs. 

Division  of  Community  Assistance  ( CC45 ) 

(1)  Plans,  develops  and  administers  the 
Institute’s  treatment  and  rehabilitation  pro¬ 
grams;  (2)  assumes  primary  Institute  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  rendering  of  technical 
assistance  to  States  in  collaboration  with 
Regional  Offices;  (8)  Insures  the  develop¬ 
ment  Implementation  and  compliance  with 


quality  treatment  standards  at  reasonable 
cost;  (4)  Initiates  and  administers  programs 
for  the  treatment  and  rehabilitation  of  drug 
dependent  persons  within  the  criminal  Jus¬ 
tice  system. 

Division  of  Scientific  and  Program 
Information  ( CC47 ) 

-  (1)  Maintains  program  and  management 
Information  emanating  from  Federal  and 
State  drug  abuse  prevention  efforts  and  pro¬ 
vides  periodic  and  special  reports  and  analy¬ 
ses  for  operational  and  planning  purposes; 
(2)  develops  drug  abuse  Information  systems 
for  the  Institute;  (8)  In  collaboration  with 
the  Division  of  Community  Assistance,  pro¬ 
vides  consultation  to  and  liaison  with  other 
Federal,  State  and  private  agencies  concerned 
with  Information  programs  on  drug  abuse; 
(4)  operates  the  National  Clearinghouse  for 
Drug  Abuse  Information  which  (a)  collects 
and  disseminates  information  on  Federal 
and  State  drug  abuse  programs  utilizing  as 
source  material  publications,  community  ac¬ 
tion  programs,  and  reports  of  Federal,  State 
and  local  agencies;  (b)  classifies,  processes 
and  stores  Information  In  both  computerized 
and  printed  form;  and  (e)  distributes  pro¬ 
gram  Information  to  the  lay  and  professional 
public  and  other  Federal  and  non-Pederal 
agencies.  t 

National  Institute  on  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism  ( OBOO ) 

Provides  leadership,  policies,  and  goals  for 
the  Federal  effort  in  the  prevention,  control, 
and  treatment  of  alcohol  abuse  and  alcohol¬ 
ism  and  the  rehabilitation  of  affected  indi¬ 
viduals.  In  carrying  out  these  responsibili¬ 
ties  the  Institute:  (1)  conducts  and  supports 
research  on  the  biological,  psychological,  so¬ 
ciological,  and  epidemiological  aspects  at  al¬ 
cohol  abuse  and  alcoholism;  (2)  supports 
the  training  of  professional  and  para-pro¬ 
fesslonal  personnel  in  prevention,  treatment 
and  control  of  alcoholism;  (3)  conducts  and 
supports  research  on  toe  development  and 
Improvement  of  alcoholism  services  delivery, 
administration,  and  financing,  and  supports 
alcoholism  services  programs  and  projects, 
including  facilities  construction  as  appropri¬ 
ate;  (4)  collaborates  with  and  provides  tech¬ 
nical  assistance  to  State  authorities  and  Re¬ 
gional  Offices  and  supports  State  and  com¬ 
munity  efforts  In  planning,  establishing, 
maintaining,  coordinating  and  evaluating 
more  effective  alcohol  abuse  and  alcoholism 
programs;  (6)  collaborates  with,  provides 
assistance  to,  and  encourages  other  Federal 
agencies,  national,  foreign.  State  and  local 
organizations,  hospitals,  and  voluntary 
groups  to  facilitate  and  expand  programs  for 
the  prevention  of  alcohol  abuse  and  alco¬ 
holism,  and  for  the  care,  treatment,  and  re¬ 
habilitation  of  alcoholic  persons;  (8)  devel¬ 
ops,  Implements,  and  administers  an  alco¬ 
holism  detection,  referral,  and  treatment 
program  for  Federal  civilian  employees  with¬ 
in  toe  Public  Health  Service;  (7)  carries  out 
administrative  and  financial  management, 
policy  development,  planning  and  evalua¬ 
tion,  and  public  Information  functions  which 
are  required  to  Implement  such  programs. 

Office  of  the  Director  (CEOiy 

(1)  Provides  leadership,  direction  and  pol¬ 
icy  In  the  development  of  Institute  goals, 
priorities,  policies,  and  programs;  and  serves 
as  a  focal  point  for  the  Department’s  efforts 
on  alcoholism;  (2)  provides  overall  program 
coordination;  (3)  conducts  and  coordinates 
Institute  Interagency,  Intergovernmental, 
and  International  activities,  Including  liaison 
with  the  Regional  Offices;  (4)  assesses  the 
Impact  of  Institute  programs;  (5)  provides 
support  to  the  Institute  in  various  areas  of 
administrative  management,  equal  employ¬ 
ment  opportunity,  and  In  program  develop¬ 
ment,  policy  analysis,  and  legislative  analysis;  , 
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(6)  provides  correspondence  control  services 
for  the  Institute. 

Office  of  Program  Development  and 
Analysis  ( CE11 ) 

(1)  Develops  program  plans  and  monitors 
progress  toward  established  objectives;  (2) 
analyzes  program  policy  and  activities  and 
develops  recommendation  for  critical  pro¬ 
gram  changes;  (3)  develops  Institute  pro¬ 
gram  evaluation  policy  and  plans  and  ini¬ 
tiates  proposals  for,  and  participates  in, 
program  evaluation;  (4)  develops  data  re¬ 
quirements  pertinent  to  planning  and  evalu¬ 
ating  program  activities;  (5)  conducts  sur¬ 
veillance  activities  to  measure  the  impact 
of  Institute  programs  on  national  and  inter¬ 
national  trends. 

Office  of  Program  Support  ( CE15 ) 

Provides  support  to  the  Institute  in  various 
areas  of  administrative  management  such  as 
the  following:  awarding  and  administering 
Institute-sponsored  grants,  contracts,  and 
Interagency  agreements,  developing  Institute 
budget  proposals  and  establishing  and  main¬ 
taining  controls  to  assure  maximum  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  Institute  funds,  facilities  and  man¬ 
power;  administering  committee  manage¬ 
ment  activities  for  the  Institute;  providing 
general  logistical  support  for  the  Institute; 
and  maintaining  liaison  with  management 
staff  of  the  Office  of  the  Administrator,  and 
implementing  within  the  NIAAA  general 
management  policies  prescribed  by  ADAMHA. 

Division  of  Prevention  ( CE41 ) 

( 1 )  Plans,  develops,  supports  and  evaluates 
programs  of  public  education  for  the  pre¬ 
vention  and  control  of  alcoholism  in  such 
areas  as  school  curricula  and  community 
education;  (2)  collaborates  with  and  assists 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and  non¬ 
profit  organizations  in  the  development  of 
such  prevention  and  control  programs;  (3) 
stimulates  and  supports  the  communication 
of  appropriate  information  and  educational 
material  through  conferences,  committees, 
publications,  and  other  means. 

Division  of  Resource  Development  ( CE42 ) 

(1)  Plans  and  administers  programs  of 
nationwide  services  for  the  prevention  of 
alcoholism  and  the  treatment  and  rehabilita¬ 
tion  of  alcoholics,  under  the  alcohol  formula 
grants  to  States  program,  which  supports 
State  efforts  in  planning,  establishing,  main¬ 
taining,  coordinating,  and  evaluating  projects 
for  the  development  of  more  effective  pre¬ 
vention,  treatment,  and  rehabilitation  pro¬ 
grams  to  deal  with  alcohol  abuse  and  alco¬ 
holism;  (2)  develops  the  policy  and  regu¬ 
latory  framework  for  comprehensive  State 
plans  for  the  establishment  and  delivery  of 
alcholism  services,  and  reviews  and  evaluates 
individual  plans;  (3)  collaborates  with,  pro¬ 
vides  assistance  to  and  encourages  national. 
State,  and  local  governments,  hospitals,  and 
voluntary  groups  to  facilitate  and  extend 
programs  for  the  care,  treatment,  and  reha¬ 
bilitation  of  alcoholics;  (4)  develops  broad 
programs  of  training  in  the  field  of  alco¬ 
holism;  (5)  develops  and  administers  special 
projects  designed  to  increase  third-party  pay¬ 
ments  for  alcoholism  treatment  and  rehabili¬ 
tation  services;  and  (6)  administers  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  special  grants  to  States  to  Implement 
the  provisions  of  the  Uniform  Alcoholism 
and  Intoxication  Treatment  Act. 

Division  of  Special  Treatment  and 
Rehabilitation  ( CE45 ) 

(1)  Plans,  develops,  and  administers  a  wide 
range  of  innovative  treatment  and  rehabili¬ 
tation  programs  directed  toward  the  solution 
at  alcohol  abuse  and  alcoholism  among  spe¬ 
cial  population  groups;  (2)  coordinates  In¬ 
stitute  activities  with  the  efforts  of  other 


Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  and  bodies 
involved  with  public  safety,  employee  popu¬ 
lations,  and  other  special  groups;  (3)  devel¬ 
ops  regulations,  policies,  standards  and  pro¬ 
cedures  for  programs  administered  by  the 
Division. 

Division  of  Research  ( CE47 ) 

(1)  Plans,  directs,  and  evaluates  programs 
of  basic  and  clinical  research  on  the  multiple 
determinants  of  alcoholism  and  on  the  treat¬ 
ment  and  rehabilitation  of  alcoholic  persons 
and  alcohol  abusers;  (2)  stimulates,  sup¬ 
ports,  and  conducts  biological,  pharmacolog¬ 
ical,  behavioral,  and  sociological  research  in 
alcoholism  through  grants  and  contracts  and 
an  Intramural  research  program  in  these 
areas;  (3)  conducts  and  supports  programs 
of  training  to  Increase  the  number  and  im¬ 
prove  the  utilization  of  research  manpower: 
(4)  coordinates  and  stimulates  statistical 
and  biometric  programs  necessary  for  the 
epidemiological  and  longitudinal  studies  of 
problems  of  alcohol  usage  and  alcoholic 
persons. 

National  Institute  of  Mental  Health  ( CHOO ) 

Provides  leadership,  policies,  and  goals  for 
the  Federal  effort  in  the  promotion  of  mental 
health,  the  prevention  and  treatment  of 
mental  illness,  and  the  rehabilitation  of  af¬ 
fected  individuals.  In  carrying  out  these  re¬ 
sponsibilities  the  Institute:  (1)  conducts  and 
supports  research  on  the  biological,  psycho¬ 
logical,  sociological,  and  epidemiological  as¬ 
pects  of  mental  health  and  illness;  (2)  sup¬ 
ports  the  training  of  professional  and  para- 
professional  personnel  in  the  promotion  of 
mental  health  and  the  prevention  and  treat¬ 
ment  of  mental  illness;  (3)  conducts  and 
supports  research  on  the  development  and 
improvement  of  mental  health  services  de¬ 
livery,  administration,  and  financing  and 
supports  mental  health  services  programs 
and  projects  including  facilities  construc¬ 
tion  as  appropriate;  (4)  collaborates  with 
and  provides  technical  assistance  to  State 
authorities  and  Regional  Offices,  and  supports 
State  and  community  efforts  in  planning,  es¬ 
tablishing.  maintaining,  coordinating  and 
evaluating  more  effective  mental  health  pro¬ 
grams;  (5)  collaborates  with,  provides  as¬ 
sistance  to,  and  encourages  other  Federal 
agencies,  national,  foreign.  State  and  local 
organizations,  hospitals,  and  volunteer 
groups  to  facilitate  and  extend  programs  to 
promote  mental  health  and  prevent  mental 
illness,  and  for  the  care,  treatment,  and  re¬ 
habilitation  of  mentally  ill  persons;  (0)  car¬ 
ries  out  administrative  and  financial  man¬ 
agement,  peri  icy  development,  planning  and 
evaluation  and  public  Information  functions 
which  are  required  to  implement  such 
programs. 

Office  of  the  Director  ( CHOI ) 

(1)  Provides  leadership,  direction,  and 
policy  in  the  development  of  Institute  goals, 
priorities,  policies  and  programs,  Including 
equal  employment  opportunity,  and  serves  as 
the  focal  point  for  the  Department’s  efforts 
in  mental  health  and  illness;  (2)  provides 
overall  program  coordination;  (3)  conducts 
and  coordinates  Institute  Interagency,  inter¬ 
governmental,  and  international  activities, 
including  liaison  with  the  Regional  Offices; 
(4)  assesses  the  impact  of  Institute  pro¬ 
grams;  (5)  provides  support  to  the  Institute 
in  various  areas  of  administrative  manage¬ 
ment  and  in  program  development,  policy 
analysis,  and  legislative  analysis;  (6)  con¬ 
ducts  Intramural  education  programs  for  the 
continuing  development  of  NIMH  personnel 
and  mental  health  personnel  in  DHEW  Re¬ 
gions,  State,  and  local  programs;  (7)  ad¬ 
ministers  committee  management  activities 
and  provides  correspondence  control  services 
for  the  Institute. 


Office  of  Program  Development  and  Analysis 
(CH11) 

(1)  Develops  program  plans  and  monitors 
progress  toward  established  objectives;  (21) 
analyzes  program  policy  and  activities  and 
develops  recommendations  for  critical  pro¬ 
gram  changes;  (3)  develops  Institute  pro¬ 
gram  evaluation  policy  and  plans  and  ini¬ 
tiates  proposals  for,  and  participates  in, 
program  evaluation;  (4)  develops  data  re¬ 
quirements  pertinent  to  planning  and  eval¬ 
uating  program  activities;  (5)  analyzes  and 
forecasts  social  and  cultural  trends  and  iden¬ 
tifies  implications  for  Institute  programs: 
(0)  coordinates  Institute  field  and  Inter¬ 
agency  liaison  activities;  (7)  provides  legis¬ 
lative  services  and  the  review  of  Judicial 
decisions  affecting  mental  health  programs. 

Office  of  Program  Support  ( CH15 ) 

Provides  support  to  the  Institute  in  vari¬ 
ous  areas  of  administrative  management 
such  as  the  following:  awarding  and  admin¬ 
istering  Institute-sponsored  grants,  con¬ 
tracts,  and  Interagency  agreements;  devel* 
oping  Institute  budget  proposals  and  estab¬ 
lishing  and  maintaining  controls  to  assure 
maximum  utilization  of  Institute  funds, 
facilities,  and  manpower;  providing  general 
logistical  support  for  the  Institute;  and 
maintaining  liaison  with  management  staff 
of  the  Office  of  the  Administrator,  and  im¬ 
plementing  within  the  NIMH  general  man¬ 
agement  policies  prescribed  by  ADAMHA. 

Division  of  Manpower  and  Training 
Programs  (CHI 4) 

(1)  Plans,  administers,  and  supports  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  planning,  development,  train¬ 
ing,  and  utilization  of  mental  health  man¬ 
power  to  meet  mental  health  service  delivery 
system  and  research  needs  Including:  (a) 
manpower  research  and  demonstration  proj¬ 
ects;  (b)  training  In  the  mental  health  core 
disciplines  and  related  fields;  and  (c)  tech¬ 
nical  and  related  financial  assistance,  in  col¬ 
laboration  with  Regional  Offices,  to  States, 
local  governments,  service  agencies,  and 
training  Institutions;  (2)  collects  and  ana¬ 
lyzes  data  and  conducts  studies  related  to 
nationwide  perspectives  and  needs  regard¬ 
ing  mental  health  manpower  planning,  train¬ 
ing,  development,  and  utilization. 

Division  of  Mental  Health  Service  Programs 
( CH43 ) 

(1)  Plans,  develops,  and  administers  pro¬ 
grams  to  improve  the  organization  and  deliv¬ 
ery  of  mental  health  services  responsive  to 
changing  national  needs;  (2)  coordinates  ac¬ 
tivities  concerned  with  the  mental  health 
aspects  of  health  insurance  and  other  service 
payment  programs,  and  the  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  organization  and  delivery  of  men¬ 
tal  health  services  and  fiscal  resources;  (3) 
provides  advice  and  consultation  to  national, 
regional,  State,  and  community  agencies;  (4) 
plans  and  administers  programs  for  Improved 
services  delivery  methods  in  a  community 
context;  (5)  conducts  research  on,  evaluates, 
and  implements  methods  for  Improvement  of 
mental  health  services  through  identifica¬ 
tion  of  new  and  innovative  services  models 
and  practices;  (0)  fosters  the  dissemination 
and  adoption  of  new  knowledge  obtained 
through  the  convergence  of  research  and  op¬ 
erational  experience. 

Division  of  Special  Mental  Health  Programs 
(CH4S) 

(1)  Plans  and  administers  Integrated  pro¬ 
grams  of  research,  training,  and  related  ac¬ 
tivities  directed  toward  the  meeting  of  criti¬ 
cal  national  needs  in  social  problem  areas 
such  as  child  and  family  mental  health,  crime 
and  delinquency,  metropolitan  mental  health, 
mental  health  disaster  assistance,  and  men¬ 
tal  health  of  the  aging;  (2)  reviews  and  eval- 
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uates  such  programs  In  terms  of  performance 
In  relation  to  stated  goals  and  objectives  and 
changing  national  needs;  (3)  coordinates  and 
Integrates  these  programs  with  other  perti¬ 
nent  components  of  the  Institute,  ADAMHA, 
PHS,  DHEW,  and  the  Federal  Government. 

Division  of  Scientific  and  Public  Information 
( CH46 ) 

(1)  Plans  and  directs  the  acquisition  and 
dissemination  of  scientific  and  technical  In¬ 
formation  related  to  mental  health;  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  papers,  reports,  and  other  scien¬ 
tific  Information  materials;  the  development 
of  health  education  materials;  and  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  special  program  reports;  (2)  op¬ 
erates  a  mental  health  technical  library;  (8) 
provides  public  information  services  for  the 
Institute  and  prepares  responses  to  public  In¬ 
quiries. 

Saint  Elizabeths  Hospital-Division  of  Clinical 
and  Community  Services  (CH49) 

(1)  Provides  treatment,  care,  and  rehabili¬ 
tation  services  for  psychiatric  patients  In¬ 
cluding  a  security  treatment  facility;  (2)  op¬ 
erates  a  model  comprehensive  community 
mental  health  center;  (8)  conducts  and  co¬ 
ordinates  hospital  training  and  research  pro¬ 
grams;  (4)  provides  administrative  and  logis¬ 
tical  support  to  other  ADAMHA  research 
activities  located  in  the  facilities  of  the 
hospital. 

Division  of  Biometry  and  Epidemiology 
(CH52) 

(1)  Advises  and  assists  In  the  development 
of  bloetatlstlcal  and  other  statistical  analysis 
programs  In  the  operating  components  of 
NIMH  and  the  other  ADAMHA  Institutes, 
recommends  policies  and  standards  for  the 
operation  of  such  programs  and  provides 
statistical  and  mathematical  services  to 
other  ADAMHA  Institutes  as  requested;  (2) 
conducts  research  and  develops  quantita¬ 
tive  models  for  research  and  data  collection 
In  the  areas  of  biometric,  epidemiologic  and 
demographic  significance;  (3)  coordinates 
Institute  activities  In  mental  health  epi¬ 
demiology;  develops  and  supports  programs 
of  research,  training,  field  trials  and  dem¬ 
onstrations  pertaining  to  epidemiology;  and 
operates  field  stations  for  the  conduct  of 
epidemiology  studies;  (4)  carries  out  a  na¬ 
tional  reporting  program  and  stimulates  the 
development  of  projects  for  the  collection 
and  analysis  of  data  on  the  characteristics 
and  patterns  of  use  of  mental  health  and 
related  facilities  on  a  national,  regional. 
State  or  local  level;  (5)  provides  technical 
assistance  In  statistical  and  epidemiologic 
methodology,  development  of  mental  health 
Information  systems  and  in  the  use  of  statis¬ 
tical,  epidemiologic  and  demographic  data 
In  program  management  and  research 
through  consultation,  conferences,  work¬ 
shops,  seminars  and  publications. 

Division  of  Extramural  Research  Programs 
( CH53 ) 

(1)  Plans  and  administers  programs  of 
support  for  research  Into  the  causes,  preven¬ 
tion,  diagnosis  and  treatment  of  mental  dis¬ 
eases,  Including  behavioral,  clinical,  applied, 
biological,  and  psychopharmacologlcal  re¬ 
search;  (2)  coordinates  NIMH  programs  In 
schizophrenia. 

Mental  Health  Intramural  Research  Program 
(CH54) 

(1)  Plans  and  administers  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  long-term  Intramural  research  program 
of  clinical  and  behavioral,  biological,  and 
special  research  dealing  with  the  causes, 
diagnosis,  treatment,  and  prevention  of 
mental  disorders  and  the  biological  and 
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psychosocial  factors  that  determine  human 
behavior  and  development;  (2)  provides  a 
focus  for  national  attention  In  the  area  of 
mental  health  research;  (3)  provides  tech¬ 
nical  support  through  development  and 
maintenance  of  electronic  and  mechanical 
instrumentation  and  equipment. 

Division  of  Special  Mental  Health  Research 
(CHS403) 

Under  the  direction  of  the  Mental  Health 
Intramural  Research  Program,  (1)  plans  and 
conducts  a  program  of  Intramural  research 
on  special  mental  health  problems,  such 
as  psychopharmacology,  neuropharmacology, 
memory,  human  behavior,  and  biochemistry 
of  learning;  (2)  performs  clinical  evalua¬ 
tion  and  followup  activities  in  connection 
with  research  patients. 

Division  of  Clinical  and  Behavioral  Research 
( CH5405 ) 

Under  the  direction  of  the  Mental  Health 
Intramural  Research  Program,  plans  and 
conducts  a  coordinated  program  of  clinical 
and  behavioral  research  dealing  with  the 
causes,  diagnosis,  treatment,  and  prevention 
of  mental  disease. 

Division  of  Biological  and  Biochemical 
Research  ( CH5407 ) 

Under  the  direction  of  the  Mental  Health 
Intramural  Research  Program,  plans  *n<i  con¬ 
ducts  a  coordinated  program  of  biological 
and  biochemical  research  dealing  with  the 
basic  biological  processes  that  determine  both 
adaptive  and  maladaptive  behavior. 

Part  13  is  further  amended  by  deleting 
Section  13-C,  Order  of  Succession,  and 
inserting  the  following; 

Section  13-C,  Order  or  Succession 

During  the  absence  or  disability  of  the 
Administrator,  ADAMHA,  or  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  in  that  office,  the  first  official  listed 
below  who  la  available  shall  act  as  Admin, 
lstrator,  except  that  during  a  planned  period 
of  absence,  the  Administrator  may  specify  a 
different  order  of  succession:  (1)  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator;  (2)  Associate  Administrator  for 
Program  Coordination. 

Dated:  August  11,  1975. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

[FR  Doc.75-21807  Filed  8-18-76; 8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 
[  FD AA-476-DR;  NFD-281] 
MINNESOTA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  the  State 
of  Minnesota,  dated  July  17,  1975,  and 
amended  on  July  22, 1975,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  to  Include  the  following 
county  among  those  counties  determined 
to  have  been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of 
July  17, 1975: 

The  County  of:  Red  Lake. 

Red  Lake  County  is  being  designated 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  Mosquito 
Vector  control  assistance  only. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  August  8, 1975. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 

Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 

Assistance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-21735  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  PROGRAMS 

Performance  Standard  for  Calibrating  Units 
for  Breath  Alcohol  Testers 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pub¬ 
lish  the  details  of  a  program  for  devel¬ 
opment  of  a  qualified  products  list  for 
use  by  the  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA) ,  and  by 
State  and  local  governments  using  Fed¬ 
eral  funds,  for  purchasing  calibrating 
units  for  breath  alcohol  testers. 

•  The  Highway  Safety  Act  of  1966  pro¬ 
vides  that  each  State  shall  have  a  high¬ 
way  safety  program  designed  to  reduce 
motor  vehicle  accidents  and  deaths,  in¬ 
juries  and  property  damage  resulting 
therefrom.  The  Secretary  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  is  charged  with  the  responsibility 
for  developing  uniform  standards  for 
highway  safety  programs,  pursuant  to 
section  402(a)  of  the  Act,  and  for  carry¬ 
ing  out  a  research  and  demonstration 
program,  pursuant  to  section  403  of  the 
Act.  From  the  outset  of  the  program, 
development  of  a  broadly-based  alcohol 
countermeasures  program  has  been  a 
high  priority.  Highway  Safety  Program 
Standard  No.  8  covers  Alcohol  in  Rela¬ 
tion  to  Highway  Safety,  and  establishes 
requirements  for  the  alcohol-related  as¬ 
pects  of  the  State  programs.  The  stand¬ 
ard  Includes  requirements  for  legislative 
actions  (such  as  development  of  implied 
consent  laws,  and  laws  establishing  pre¬ 
sumptive  levels  of  intoxication) ,  as  well 
as  for  development  of  breath  testing  and 
other  law  enforcement  capabilities.  The 
NHTSA  has  also  conducted  a  vigorous 
research  and  demonstration  effort  to  ad¬ 
vance  the  available  technology  in  this 
field. 

In  these  efforts  it  has  been  clear  that 
development  and  use  of  accurate  testing 
devices  Is  essential.  All  Jurisdictions  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  Act  now  have  implied  con¬ 
sent  statutes.  All  have  statutes  establish¬ 
ing  a  0.10  percent  blood  alcohol  level  or 
lower  as  a  presumptive  level  of  intoxi¬ 
cation.  Some  States  have  also  recently 
adopted  statutes  establishing  a  certain 
blood  alcohol  level  as  illegal  “per  se”,  for 
a  person  in  control  of  a  motor  vehicle. 

In  addition  to  a  requirement  in  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  8  for  development  of  controls 
relating  to  breath-testing  activities.  Vol¬ 
ume  8  of  the  Highway  Safety  Program 
Manual  provides  additional  guidelines 
for  assisting  States  in  implementing 
programs.  Section  TV,  paragraph  3  of 
the  Manual  deals  with  chemical  tests 
for  alcohol  impairment.  The  require-  i 
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ments  with  respect  to  breath  tests  are 
further  specified  in  subsection  3(c), 
“Analysis  of  Breath”.  This  section  pro¬ 
vides  certain  specifications  for  the  ac¬ 
curacy  of  breath-testing  equipment  to 
be  used  in  the  law  enforcement  process. 
With  the  rapidly  advancing  breath¬ 
sensing  technology  there  has  been  a  pro¬ 
liferation  of  new  devices  being  offered  on 
the  market  for  use  by  police  in  enforce¬ 
ment  programs.  As  a  result  of  these  de¬ 
velopments  there  is  a  need  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  requirements  currently 
provided  in  Volume  8  of  the  Manual.  Offi¬ 
cials  from  State  and  local  governments 
have  requested  guidance  in  making  pur¬ 
chases;  court  developments  have  high¬ 
lighted  the  importance  of  accuracy;  and 
the  continuing  use  of  Federal  funds  for 
purchasing  breath-testing  equipment 
makes  it  important  to  ensure  effective 
expenditure  of  funds. 

To  meet  this  need  a  variety  of  stand¬ 
ards  are  being  developed  by  the  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  for  the 
NHTSA.  The  performance  standard  for 
calibrating  units  for  breath  testers  is 
the  second  of  the  series  of  standards. 
The  first  of  these  standards  covered  evi¬ 
dential  breath-testing  devices  and  was 
Issued  October  30, 1973.  A  qualified  prod¬ 
ucts  list  for  evidential  breath  testers 
was  Issued  November  21,  1974. 

Since  many  manufacturers  may  wish 
to  sell  products  to  the  NHTSA  and  State 
and  local  governments,  a  decision  was 
reached  to  send  a  draft  of  the  standard 
to  manufacturers,  as  well  as  state  offi¬ 
cials  and  scientific  and  other  technolog¬ 
ical  experts,  for  their  review  and  com¬ 
ments  prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  final 
performance  standard.  In  November  and 
December  1973  NBS  mailed  a  copy  of 
the  standard,  with  a  request  for 
comments  or  suggestions,  to  22  manu¬ 
facturers,  to  NHTSA  regional  repre¬ 
sentatives,  to  the  State  governors’ 
representatives  and  highway  safety 
coordinators  (with  a  request  that  they 
forward  a  copy  of  the  draft  to  their 
State  official  responsible  for  selecting 
or  purchasing  breath-testing  equip¬ 
ment),  and  to  other  experts,  most  of 
whom  were  members  of  the  Executive 
Board  of  the  Committee  on  Alcohol  and 
Drugs,  National  Safety  Council.  Replies 
have  been  received  from  manufacturers, 
state  officials  and  experts  in  the  field. 
Comments  were  also  received  from  an 
ad  hoc  review  subcommittee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Safety  Council  Committee  on 
Alcohol  and  Drugs. 

Generally  the  letters  approved  of  the 
draft  although  many  contained  sugges¬ 
tions  for  changes.  As  a  result  of  these 
suggestions  the  definition  of  “apparent 
ethanol  vapor"  was  clarified  to  refer  to 
"delivered”  concentration;  the  allowable 
variance  in  the  temperature  during  the 
testing  was  changed  from  5*C  to  3*C, 
and  the  required  gas  loop  temperature 
was  changed  from  35  *C  to  a  temperature 
at  least  5°C  above  the  temperature  of 
the  circulating  water  bath. 

Recommendations  led  to  the  publica¬ 
tion  in  Table  1  of  the  temperature  de¬ 
pendence  of  the  alcohol-water  partition 
ratio.  The  revised  language  of  the 


standard  also  accepts  recommendations 
not  to  leave  1  ml  of  vapor  in  the  syringe 
used  in  the  testing  and  not  to  require 
the  use  of  helium,  since  other  carrier 
gas  may  be  equally  suitable  for  the  test. 
The  revised  standard  reflects  acceptance 
of  the  recommendation  that  the  stand¬ 
ard  include  a  primary  method  or  the 
specifications  for  primary  methods  that 
are  acceptable  to  assay  the  accuracy  of 
the  ethanol/ water  mixtures  that  are 
employed  to  produce  the  standard  refer¬ 
ence  material  for  calibration  of  the 
units. 

A  suggestion  that  the  2  percent  error 
allowed  in  the  testing  was  not  reason¬ 
able  in  cases  involving  less  than  .10  blood 
alcohol  concentrations  was  rejected  be¬ 
cause  of  the  existence  of  data  showing 
the  reasonableness  of  the  2  percent  fig¬ 
ure.  Suggestions  calling  for  testing  at 
various  concentrations  were  not  adopted 
because  testing  shows  that  results  are 
relatively  independent  of  the  ethanol 
concentration.  Also  a  suggestion  to  have 
tests  conducted  at  various  temperatures 
was  rejected  in  favor  of  having  the  test 
done  at  the  temperature  specified  by  the 
manufacturer. 

The  result  of  this  review  and  delibera¬ 
tion  is  the  standard  testing  procedure 
set  forth  below.  Items  meeting  the  stand¬ 
ard  will  be  included  on  a  qualified  prod¬ 
ucts  list  that  will  be  used  to  determine 
acceptability  for  purchase  by  the  Federal 
Government  in  its  efforts  and  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  the  State  and  local  governments 
with  funds  available  pursuant  to  section 
402(a)  of  the  Act. 

Qualification  testing  to  these  stand¬ 
ards,  of  products  submitted  by  manufac¬ 
turers,  will  be  conducted  by  the  DOT 
Transportation  Systems  Center  (TSC), 
55  Broadway,  Cambridge,  Massachusetts 
02142.  The  National  Bureau  of  Standards 
will  act  as  consultants  to  the  Transporta¬ 
tion  Systems  Center  in  the  conduct  of 
these  tests.  Tests  will  be  conducted  semi¬ 
annually.  Manufacturers  wishing  to  sub¬ 
mit  devices  for  evaluation  must  apply 
for  a  test  date  to  the  Department  Sys¬ 
tems  Center  not  later  than  4  weeks  after 
publication  of  this  notice.  Normally,  at 
least  30  days  will  be  required  from  the 
date  of  notification  until  the  test  can  be 
scheduled.  One  week  prior  to  the  sched¬ 
uled  initiation  of  the  testing  program, 
the  manufacturer  win  deliver  two  units 
of  his  equipment  to  TSC.  In  addition  to 
the  Operator’s  Manual  and  the  Mainte¬ 
nance  Manual  normally  supplied  with 
the  purchase  of  this  equipment,  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  shall  deliver  to  TSC  specifica¬ 
tions  and  drawings  which  fully  describe 
these  units.  Proprietary  information  will 
be  respected. 

The  two  units  submitted  must  be  a 
production  or  a  production-prototype 
model.  One  of  the  two  units  win  be  re¬ 
turned  to  the  manufacturer  at  the  end 
of  the  testing  period.  The  United  States 
wfll  reserve  the  right  to  purchase  the 
remaining  devices  at  its  discretion.  The 
manufacturer  win  have  the  right  to 
check  his  units  between  the  arrival  in 
Cambridge  and  the  start  of  the  test,  bat 
win  have  no  access  to  the  units  during 


the  tests.  Any  malfunction  of  the  device 
which  results  in  failure  to  complete  any 
of  the  tests  satisfactorily  will  result  in 
failure  of  the  qualification  program.  If 
a  device  fails,  it  may  be  resubmitted  for 
the  next  testing  series. 

AU  testing  is  expected  to  be  completed 
within  3  months  of  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice.  The  test  results  will  be 
transmitted  to  each  manufacturer.  On 
the  basis  of  these  results,  the  NHTSA  will 
develop  a  qualified  products  list  covering 
breath-tester  calibration  equipment.  It 
is  expected  that  within  6  months  of  the 
publication  of  this  notice  an  NHTSA 
Directive  will  be  issued  amending  Vol¬ 
ume  8  of  the  Highway  Safety  Program 
Manual  to  include  the  qualified  products 
list  as  a  funding  criteria.  Only  devices 
appearing  on  this  list  will  be  purchased 
with  Federal  funds  available  under  sec¬ 
tions  402(a)  or  403  of  the  Act.  However, 
units  not  on  the  list  may  be  purchased 
by  DOT  or  NBS  for  experimental  or  de¬ 
velopmental  testing. 

Retesting  of  devices  will  be  conducted 
under  several  circumstances.  First,  it  is 
expected  that  annual  periodic  testing  will 
be  conducted  using  devices  purchased 
on  the  open  market.  Second,  the  NHTSA 
intends  to  modify  and  improve  these 
standards  as  new  data  and  test  proce¬ 
dures  become  available. 

Notification  will  be  provided  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  any  such  modifica¬ 
tion.  The  manufacturers  whose  equip¬ 
ment  has  already  been  tested  to  the 
standard  will  be  notified  to  resubmit  the 
equipment  for  testing  to  the  new  specifi¬ 
cation  only.  Comments  and  recom¬ 
mended  revisions  are  Invited  from  all 
interested  parties.  Suggestions  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Associate  Administra¬ 
tor,  Traffic  Safety  Programs,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
DOT,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590. 

Third,  if  at  any  time  a  manufacturer 
changes  the  design  of  a  device  currently 
on  the  NHTSA  qualified  products  list, 
the  manufacturer  should  submit  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  to  the  DOT  Transporta¬ 
tion  Systems  Center  for  review.  Based 
on  this  review,  NHTSA  will  decide 
whether  the  change  will  require  retest¬ 
ing  of  the  unit  Normally,  such  retesting 
will  be  accomplished  at  the  next  annual 
testing  period.  In  special  cases,  however, 
NHTSA  may,  at  its  option,  permit  an 
earlier  retesting  of  a  device. 

Fourth,  the  DOT  Transportation  Sys¬ 
tems  Center  will,  on  behalf  of  the 
NHTSA,  establish  a  Standards  Compli¬ 
ance  Information  System  (SCIS)  for  the 
purpose  of  eliciting  information  on  the 
performance  of  devices  listed  on  the 
NHTSA  qualified  products  list.  Reports 
will  be  solicited  from  State  and  local 
agencies  on  their  acceptance  testing.  In 
addition,  field  performance  data  will  be 
obtained  from  law  enforcement  agencies 
using  the  equipment.  User  reports  will 
be  elicited  to  assure  that  (D  devices 
continue  to  perform  according  to  the 
NHTSA  standard,  and  (2)  experience  in 
field  use  does  not  Indicate  an  ex- 
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cesslve  breakdown  rate  or  maintenance 

problems. 

If  information  gathered  through  the 
SCIS  indicates  that  an  instrument  on 
the  qualified  products  list  Is  not  per¬ 
forming  in  accordance  with  the  NHTSA 
standard,  the  Transportation  Systems 
Center  will  initiate  a  special  investiga¬ 
tion.  This  study  may  include  visits  to 
users  and  additional  tests  of  the  device 
obtained  from  the  open  market.  If  this 
investigation  indicates  that  the  devices 
actually  sold  on  the  market  are  not  meet¬ 
ing  the  NHTSA  standard,  then  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  will  be  notified  that  the  instru¬ 
ment  may  be  dropped  from  the  qualified 
products  list.  In  this  event  the  manufac¬ 
turer  shall  have  30  days  to  reply. 

Based  on  the  DOT  Transportation 
Systems  Center  investigation  and  the 
data  presented  in  reply  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer,  the  NHTSA  will  make  a  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  whether  the  instrumenta¬ 
tion  should  remain  on  the  qualified 
products  list.  Devices  dropped  from  the 
list  may  not  be  resubmitted  for  recon¬ 
sideration  for  a  period  of  1  year.  Upon 
resubmission,  the  manufacturer  must 
submit  a  statement  describing  what  has 
been  done  to  overcome  the  problems 
which  led  to  the  dropping  of  the  de¬ 
vice  in  question  from  the  list. 

The  primary  objective  of  these  stand¬ 
ards  is  to  ensure  that  Federal  funds  pro¬ 
vided  to  the  States  under  Section  402 
of  the  Highway  Safety  Act  are  expanded 
only  for  effective  breath  test  equipment. 
A  second  objective  of  these  standards  is 
to  assist  the  State  and  local  communities 
by  providing  a  centralized  qualification 
test  program  for  calibrating  units  for 
breath  testers  designed  to  collect  evi¬ 
dence  in  law  enforcement  programs. 
These  standards  are  not  intended  to  re¬ 
place  the  current  qualification  programs 
required  in  certain  States  for  this  equip¬ 
ment  or  to  directly  regulate  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  breath-testing  equipment. 
However,  some  States  may  wish  to  make 
use  of  this  program  in  addition  to  set¬ 
ting  their  own  requirements.  Finally,  it 
is  hoped  that  these  standards  can  assist 
Industrial  organizations  in  producing 
breath  tester  calibration  equipment  by 
establishing  a  minimum  national  per¬ 
formance  standard  against  which  they 
can  develop  their  designs. 

Accordingly,  the  DOT  performance 
standard  for  calibrating  units  for  breath 
alcohol  testers  shall  be  as  set  forth 
below. 

(28  UJ3.C.  402,  403.) 

Issued  on:  August  13,  1975. 

Fred  W.  Vetter,  Jr., 
Associate  Administrator,  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Programs,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Pbiformancb  Standard  for  Calibratino 
Units  fob  Breath  Alcohol  Testers 

1.  Scop*.  This  standard  applies  to  breath 
teeter  calibrating  units  which  provide  known 
concentrations  of  ethanol  vapor  for  the  cali¬ 
bration  or  calibration  checks  of  Instruments 
which  measure  breath  alcohol.  The  stand¬ 
ard  as  a  whole  Is  Intended  primarily  for  use 


In  qualification  testing  of  calibrating  units 
for  breath  alcohol  testing. 

2.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  standard 
Is  to  establish  performance  requirements  and 
methods  of  test  for  calibrating  units  for 
breath  alcohol  testers. 

3.  Definitions. 

3.1  Apparent  concentration.  The  ethanol 
vapor  concentration  delivered  from  the 
breath  tester  calibrating  unit  under  test. 

3.2  Qualification  testing.  Testing  per¬ 
formed  to  check  the  compliance  of  a  prod¬ 
uct  with  the  requirements  of  a  standard 
In  advance  of,  and  Independent  of,  any  spe¬ 
cific  procurement  action. 

3.3  Relative  standard  deviation.  The  ratio 
of  the  standard  deviation  (SD)  of  a  series  of 
measurements  to  the  mean  of  the  series 
expressed  as  a  percentage : 


100XSZ? 

mean 


percent 


3.4  Standard  deviation.  A  common  indica¬ 
tion  of  precision  among  repeated  measure¬ 
ments  of  a  single  quantity  given  by: 


Standard  deviation  =  'V' —  1 

where: 

AT— the  number  of  measurements, 

X°*tbe  value  of  a  single  measurement,  and 
X=-the  mean  of  all  X’s. 


An  equivalent  formula  which  is  often  more 
convenient  for  performing  calculations  is: 


Standard  deviation  = 


rw 

\N- 1 


where: 


<SS=Sum  of  X»- 


(Sum  of  X)* 

N 


3.5  Systematic  error.  The  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  mean  measured  value  and  the 
known  or  assumed  value,  expressed  as  a  per¬ 
cent  of  the  known  value. 

4.  Requirements. 

4.1  Precision.  The  relative  standard  devia¬ 
tion  of  breath  teeter  calibrating  units  shall 
not  exceed  2  percent  at  any  apparent  con¬ 
centration  when  repeated  measurements  of 
ethanol  vapor  concentrations  from  a  unit 
are  made  In  accordance  with  5.1. 

AH  Accuracy.  The  systematic  error  of 
breath  test  calibrating  units  shall  not  exceed 
plus  or  minus  2  percent  at  any  apparent  con¬ 
centration  when  repeated  measurements  of 
ethanol  vapor  concentrations  from  a  unit  are 
made  in  accordance  with  5.1. 

4.3  Ambient  conditions.  The  breath  tester 
calibrating  units  shall  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  standard  when  operated  within 
the  following  ambient  conditions. 

(a)  Temperature:  10*C  (60*F)  to  30*C 
(86*F) 

(b)  Pressure:  550mm  (22  in)  to  787mm  (31 

in)  Hg 

(c)  Relative  Humidity:  5-80  percent 

4.4  Lots  and  high  temperature  operation. 
The  systematic  error  shall  not  exceed  plus 
or  minus  2  percent,  and  the  relative  stand¬ 
ard  deviation  shall  not  exceed  2  percent  when 
breath  tester  calibrating  units  are  tested  at 
low  speed  and  at  high  temperature  extremes 
in  accordance  with  6.2. 

4.5  Potoer. 

4.5.1  AO  line.  The"  systematic  errors  shall 
not  exceed  plus  or  minus  2  percent,  and  the 
relative  standard  deviations  shall  not  exceed 
2  percent  when  ac  powered  breath  tester 
calibrating  units  are  tested  In  accordance 
with  6.3  at  ac  line  voltages  of  108  volts  and 
123  volts  (rms). 

4.5.2  Battery.  Battery  powered  breath 
tester  calibrating  units  shall  have  an  Indi¬ 
cator  which  warns  when  the  accuracy  and 


precision  requirements  (4.1  and  4.2)  cannot 
be  met  because  of  battery  condition. 

4.6  Electrical  safety.  Breath  tester  cali¬ 

brating  units  shall  meet  the  following  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  American  National  Stand¬ 
ard  Electrical  Safety  Requirements,  ANSI 
C39.5-1964: 1  3.1  Shock  Hazard:  3.1.1 

Grounding;  3.4  Flammability;  4.1.1  Mark¬ 
ing  of  Terminals:  4.1.3  Male  Plugs;  4.2.1  In¬ 
ternal  (Wiring  and  Cabling);  and  4.4  Over- 
Current  Protection. 

4.7  Operator’s  manual.  An  operator's 
manual  shall  be  supplied  by  the  manufac¬ 
turer  or  distributor  with  each  breath  tester 
calibrating  unit.  This  manual  shall  clearly 
state  the  instructions  for  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  device,  and  shall  Include 
the  following  information: 

(a)  The  ranges  of  ambient  temperature, 
atmospheric  pressure  and  relative  humidity 
within  which  the  device  is  designed  to  be 
operated. 

(b)  The  numerical  value  of  the  factor  for 
the  conversion  of  the  ethanol  vapor  concen¬ 
tration  from  the  device  to  an  equivalent 
blood  ethanol  concentration,  if  the  ethanol 
vapor  concentration  is  expressed  by  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  in  terms  of  a  blood  alcohol  concen¬ 
tration.* 

(c)  Any  corrections  to  be  applied  to  the 
apparent  ethanol  vapor  concentration  be¬ 
cause  of  dependence  on  Atmospheric  condi¬ 
tions. 

(d)  The  types  or  model  numbers  of  breath 
testing  Instruments  with  which  the  breath 
tester  calibrating  unit  Is  designed  to  be  used. 

(e)  The  identity  of  all  chemical  constitu¬ 
ents  of  the  ethanol-containing  vapor  which 
are  present  in  concentrations  greater  than 
0.5  percent  of  the  ethanol  concentration. 

(f)  Suitable  means  whereby  the  user  can 
determine  that  the  breath  tester  calibrating 
unit  requires  replacement  or  refilling. 

(g)  The  approximate  number  of  calibration 
checks  which  can  be  performed  with  battery 
powered  units  before  battery  replacement 
or  recharging  is  necessary. 

5.  Test  methods.  Except  when  noted  other¬ 
wise,  the  ambient  conditions  of  temperature, 
pressure,  and  humidity  during  these  tests 
shall  be  within  the  ranges  specified  in  4.3. 

5.1  Precision  and  accuracy  test. 

5.1.1  Test  principle.  Gas  chromatography 
(GC)  is  used  for  measuring  ethanol  vapor 
concentrations  by  comparing  the  GC  re¬ 
sponse  to  ethanol  vapor  from  a  breath  tester 
calibrating  unit  with  the  GC  response  to 
ethanol  vapor  reference  samples  having 
known  ethanol  concentrations.  The  ethanol 
vapor  reference  samples  are  obtained  by  sam¬ 
pling  the  vapor  In  equilibrium  above  etha¬ 
nol-water  solutions  having  known  ethanol 
concentrations.  The  ratio  of  the  concentra¬ 
tions  In  the  vapor  and  solution  states,  the 
partition  ratio,  is  dependent  on  the  tempera¬ 
ture  (see  table  1). 

5.1.2  Test  apparatus  and  reagents.  An  ex¬ 
ample  of  a  workable  combination  of  test  ap¬ 
paratus  is  given  in  the  appendix.  Any  other 
combinations  which  meet  the  requirements 
of  5. 1.2.1  through  5.1 .2.7  are  equally  accept¬ 
able. 


1  Copies  of  this  ANSI  publication  may  be 
obtained  from  the  American  National  Stand¬ 
ards  Institute,  Inc.,  1430  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10018. 

*The  conversion  ration  of  2.1x10*  to  1  is 
commonly  used  value  recognized  by  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Board  of  the  Committee  on  Alcohol 
and  Drugs  of  the  National  Safety  Council; 
that  Is,  2.1  liters  of  “deep  lung”  air  at  34 SC 
contains  approximately  the  same  quantity 
(mass)  of  ethanol  as  1  ml  of  circulating  pul¬ 
monary  capillary  blood.  See,  for  example, 
R.  N.  Harger,  R.  B.  Forney  and  R.  S.  Baker. 
"Estimation  of  the  Level  of  Blood  Alcohol 
from  Analysis  of  Breath,"  Quarterly  Journal 
of  Studies  on  Alcohol,  Vol.  17,  1-18  (1956). 
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5.15.1  Gas  chromatograph.  Use  a  gas 
chromatograph  which  can  completely  resolve 
the  ethanol  peak  from  all  other  peaks  In  the 
chromatogram. 

5.155  Gas-sampling  system.  A  gas-sam¬ 
pling  valve  permits  vapor  samples  to  be  Intro¬ 
duced  onto  the  GC  column  by  manipulation 
of  a  control  valve  as  shown  In  figure  1.  In  the 
Hush  mode  of  operation,  the  sample  loop  of 
the  gas-sampling  system  Is  continually 
purged  with  vapor  sample.  In  the  transfer 
mode,  a  fixed  volume  of  sample  vapor  is 
trapped  In  the  loop  and  Introduced  onto  the 
GC  column  for  measurement.  The  volume  of 
this  sample  loop  shall  not  exceed  1.0  ml. 

The  Inlet  of  the  gas-sampling  valve  shall  be 
fitted  with  a  rubber  septum,  as  shown  In 
figure  2,  to  permit  Injection  of  reference 
samples  Into  the  sampling  valve  from  a  sy¬ 
ringe  In  accordance  with  6. 1.3.8.  This  septum 
shall  be  removed  for  connection  of  the 
breath  tester  calibration  unit  to  the  sampling 
valve  In  accordance  with  5.15.10. 

The  gas -sampling  system  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  at  a  temperature  at  least  5°C  above 
the  temperature  of  the  circulating  water 
bath  (see  6.15.4),  and  shall  be  controlled  to 
within  plus  or  minus  1°C. 

5.155  Carrier  gas.  The  GC  carrier  shall  be 
technical  grade  dry  helium  or  nitrogen  which 
Is  at  least  06.995  percent  pure  by  volume. 

6.15.4  Column  temperature.  The  GO  col¬ 
umn  Shall  be  maintained  at  a  temperature  at 
least  5*0  above  the  temperature  at  the  cir¬ 
culating  water  bath  (see  5.15.4)  and  shall 
be  controlled  to  within  ±1*0. 

5.155  Ethanol.  The  ethanol  used  in  the 
preparation  of  all  ethanol  solutions  shall 
meet  the  specifications  either  for  reagent 
grade  ethanol  as  published  by  the  American 
Chemical  Society,  or  for  USP  grade  ethanol 
as  listed  In  the  United  States  Pharmacopeia. 

5.15.6  Standard  stock  solution.  Prepare  or 
obtain  a  standard  stock  solution  of  ethanol 
in  distilled  water.  Determine  the  ethanol 
concentration  to  within  ±05  percent  by  po¬ 
tassium  dichromate  *  oxidimetry. 

6.15.7  Glassioare.  Volumetric  glassware 
Shall  meet  the  appropriate  Federal  specifica¬ 
tion  4  for  class  “A’'  volumetric  glassware. 

5.15  Procedure. 

5.15.1  If  the  calibrating  unit  can  be  used 
at  only  one  apparent  concentration,  test  the 
unit  at  that  concentration.  Otherwise,  test 
the  calibrating  units  at  apparent  concen¬ 
trations  of  approximately  054,  0.48,  and  0.72 
mgA-*  (0.05, 0.10,  and  0.16%  W/V) 

5.155  For  each  apparent  concentration  at 
which  the  calibrating  unit  Is  to  be  tested, 
prepare,  by  accurate  dilution  of  the  standard 
stock  solution  (5.15.6),  2  ethanol  reference 
solutions  which,  when  equilibrated,  deliver 
ethanol  vapor  concentrations  bracketing  the 
apparent  concentrations  to  within  ±  20  per¬ 
cent.  These  solutions  shall  have  been  pre¬ 
pared  no  earlier  than  24  hours  before  use. 


*  Potassium  dichromate  certified  as  a  stand¬ 
ard  reference  material  Is  available  from  the 
Office  of  Standard  Reference  Materials,  Na¬ 
tional  Bureau  of  Standards,  Washington,  D.C. 
20234.  (301)921-2045.  Refer  to  catalog  num¬ 
ber  SRM  136c. 

4  Copies  of  Federal  specifications  are  avail¬ 
able  from  Business  Services  Centers  at  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration  Regional  Offices 
in  Boston,  New  York,  Washington,  Atlanta, 
Chicago,  Kansas  City,  Fort  Worth,  Denver, 
San  Francisco.  Los  Angeles,  and  Seattle. 

•  Using  the  conversion  factor  of  2.1  (see 

footnote  2) .  ethanol  vapor  concentrations  of 
054,  0.48,  and  0.72  mg/1  correspond  to  050, 
1.0,  15  mg  of  aloohol  per  ml  of  blood, 

commonly  expressed  0.06,  0.10,  and  0.16  of 
alcohol  per  100  ml  of  blood. 


NOTICES 

6.155  Obtain  narrow-necked  glass  bottles 
or  vials  of  at  least  100  ml  capacity  which  can 
be  sealed  with  tightly  fitting  rubber  septa. 
Fill  each  glass  bottle  approximately  %  full 
with  the  ethanol  solutions  prepared  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  6.1.35. 

5.1. 3.4  Insert  a  20  gauge  stainless  steel 
needle  through  each  rubber  septum  and  con¬ 
nect  the  sharp  end  of  the  needle  to  a  2  or  8 
mm  ID.  glass  tube  as  shown  In  figure  3.  This 
glass  tube  equalizes  the  pressure  In  the  bottle 
and  In  the  sampling  syringe  to  atmospheric 
pressure.  Seal  the  bottles  as  shown  In  the 
figure  by  pressing  the  rubber  septum  Into 
place  securely.  The  glass  tube  should  extend 
below  the  surface  of  the  solution.  Immerse 
the  bottles  to  the  level  of  the  rubber  septa, 
as  shown  In  figure  3,  In  a  circulating  water 
bath  maintained  at  an  appropriate  tempera¬ 
ture  between  25  and  35*  C,  constant  to  within 
0.1°C. 

5.15.5  Allow  at  least  1  hour  for  each  alr- 
ethanol  solution  system  to  come  to  equili¬ 
brium. 

5.15.6  Prepare  a  glass,  gas-tight  syringe  of 
6  to  26  ml  capacity  fitted  with  a  20  gauge 
needle.  Warm  the  syringe  prior  to  sampling 
the  headspace  vapor  to  prevent  condensation 
of  water  vapor. 

5.15.7  With  the  syringe  plunger  In  the 
home  position  as  shown  In  figure  3,  puncture 
the  septum  of  the  first  reference  sample  and 
flush  the  syringe  several  times  by  drawing 
back  the  plunger  and  then  discharging  the 
headspace  vapor  back  Into  the  bottle.  Dur¬ 
ing  this  flushing  operation  do  not  withdraw 
the  needle  from  the  6eptum. 

6.1.3.8  Draw  a  volume  of  headspace  vapor 
Into  the  syringe  and  withdraw  the  syringe 
needle  from  the  septum,  taking  care  not  to 
pull  back  the  plunger  after  release  of  the 
syringe  needle  from  the  septum.  Without 
delay.  Inject  the  vapor  sample  Into  the  gas- 
sampling  Inlet  of  the  GC  (see  figure  2).  The 
volume  of  headspace  vapor  Injected  must  be 
large  enough  to  completely  purge  the  gas- 
sampllng  system.  After  Injection  of  the 
vapor,  obtain  the  ethanol  chromatogram  and 
measure  the  area  of  the  ethanol  peak. 

5.15.8  Repeat  6.15.6  through  6.15.8  4 
times  so  as  to  obtain  a  total  of  6  ethanol 
chromatograms  and  peak  areas  from  the  first 
reference  sample. 

5.15.10  Prepare  the  breath  tester  calibrat¬ 
ing  unit  in  accordance  with  the  Instructions 
in  the  operator’s  manual.  Connect  the  unit 
to  the  inlet  of  the  gas-sampling  system  of 
the  GC  using,  If  necessary,  a  moisture  trap 
between  the  device  and  the  GC.  Pass  the 
ethanol  vapor  through  the  gas-sampling  sys¬ 
tem  with  a  flow  rate  of  from  50  to  200  ml/ 
min  for  at  least  30  seconds.  Measure  the 
flow  rate  with  a  flow  meter,  preferably  of  the 
bubble-type,  at  the  sample  exit  as  shown 
In  figure  1-  If  the  recommended  flow  rate 
from  the  calibration  unit  exceeds  200  ml/ 
mtn,  a  sample  slitting  device,  such  as  the  one 
shown  In  figure  4,  may  be  used  to  reduce  the 
flow  rate  into  the  gas-sampling  system.  Ob¬ 
tain  10  ethanol  chromatograms  and  measure 
each  ethanol  peak  area. 

6.15.11  Using  the  second  reference  sam¬ 
ple,  repeat  5.1.3.6  through  6.15.8  5  times  to 
obtain  6  ethanol  chromatograms  and  peak 
areas  from  the  second  reference  sample. 

6.15.12  For  each  of  the  ethanol  peak  areas 
obtained  In  6.1.3.8,  6. 1.3.9,  and  5.1.3.11,  cal¬ 
culate  a  calibration  factor  equal  to  the  etha¬ 
nol  vapor  concentration  in  mg/1  divided  by 
the  peak  area. 

6.15.13  Calculate  the  mean  calibration 
factor. 

6.15.14  Calculate  the  relative  standard 
deviation  of  the  ten  calibration  factors  ob¬ 
tained  In  6.1.3.12,  using  the  mean  calibration 
factor  obtained  In  6.1.3.13.  Proceed  to  5.15.15 
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only  If  this  relative  standard  deviation  does 
not  exceed  2.0  percent. 

5.1.3.16  Multiply  each  of  the  10  peak  areas 
obtained  from  the  breath  tester  calibration 
unit  measurements  (6.1.3.10)  by  the  mean 
calibration  factor. 

5.1.8.16  Calculate  the  mean  and  the  rela¬ 
tive  standard  deviation  of  the  10  values  ob¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  5.1.8.15. 

5.1.3.17  Calculate  the  systematic  error  of 
the  breath  tester  calibrating  unit  by  dividing 
100  times  the  difference  between  the  mean 
obtained  in  5.1.3.16  pnd  the  apparent 
concentration. 

6.15.18  Repeat  5. 1.3.6  through  5.1.3.17  at 
other  apparent  concentrations  If  necessary  to 
satisfy  5.15.1. 

5.2  Loto  and  high  temperature  test. 

55.1  Test  the  units  at  10*C  (60 °F)  or  the 
lowest  temperature  at  which  the  manufac¬ 
turer  purports  that  his  unit  will  operate 
properly,  whichever  Is  lower,  and  at  30  *C 
(86  *F)  or  the  highest  temperature  at  which 
the  manufacturer  purports  that  his  unit  will 
operate  properly,  whichever  Is  higher. 

655  Maintain  test  temperatures  constant 
and  accurate  within  plus  or  minus  8*0 
throughout  the  duration  of  the  testing 
period. 

6.2.3.  Allow  at  least  1  hour  for  the  breath 
tester  calibrating  unit  to  come  to  tempera¬ 
ture  equilibrium  after  each  test  temperature 
Is  reached. 

6.2.4  Repeat  the  precision  and  accuracy 
test  (6.1)  at  any  1  apparent  concentration 
between  054  and  0.72  mg/1  to  obtain  the 
relative  standard  deviation  and  the  system¬ 
atic  error  at  each  test  temperature. 

6.3  AC-Line  voltage  test. 

5.3.1  Apply  ac  line  power  to  the  unit  under 
test  through  a  variable  autotransformer  hav¬ 
ing  an  output  adjustable  from  0  to  130  volts, 
and  having  a  current  rating  as  required  by 
the  Instrument  under  test. 

5.3.2  Monitor  the  autotransformer  output 
voltage  with  an  rms  ac  voltmeter  having  an 
accuracy  of  plus  or  minus  2  percent  in  the 
range  of  105  to  125  volts. 

5.35  Adjust  the  voltage  at  the  breath  tester 
calibrating  unit  to  108  volts.  After  at  least 
one-half  hour,  check  the  voltage  and  read¬ 
just  to  108  volts,  If  necessary.  Then  Imme¬ 
diately  repeat  the  precision  and  accuracy 
test  (5.1)  at  any  1  apparent  concentration 
between  054  and  0.72  mg/1  to  obtain  the 
relative  standard  deviation  and  the  system¬ 
atic  error. 

6.3.4  Increase  the  voltage  to  123  volts.  After 
at  least  one-half  hour,  readjust  the  voltage 
if  necessary  and  again  repeat  the  precision 
and  accuracy  test  (6.1)  at  any  1  apparent 
concentration  between  054  and  0.72  mg/1 
to  obtain  the  relative  standard  deviation  and 
the  systematic  error. 

Appendix 

CAS  CHROMATOGRAPH  HARDWARE 
AND  PARAMETERS 

An  example  of  a  workable  combination  of 
test  apparatus  Is  given  herein.  Any  other 
combination  which  meets  the  requirements 
of  this  standard  Is  equally  acceptable. 

A.l  Gas-sampling  system.  A  commercially 
available  gas  sampling  valve  having  a  gas 
sampling  loop  of  %  Inch  OD.  stainless  steel 
tubing  with  a  volume  between  0.5  and  1.0  ml 
and  a  “dead  volume”  of  less  than  0.1  ml,  was 
connected  to  a  research-type  gas  chromato¬ 
graph.  The  Injection  port  of  the  GC  was 
bypassed.  The  gas-sampling  valve  was  con¬ 
tained  in  an  oven  maintained  at  110*C. 

A .2  GC  column.  The  GO  column  was  a 
6  foot  length  of  %  Inch  OD.  by  598  Inch 
ID.  stainless  steel  tubing  packed  with  Pora-  j 
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pak  Q*  80/100  mesh.  The  column  tempera¬ 
ture  was  150'C. 

A.3  GC  detector.  A  flame  Ionization  detec¬ 
tor  was  used.  The  hydrogen  and  air  employed 
were  in  compliance  with  GSA  specifications 
BB-H-886  and  BB-A-1034  respectively.  The 
hydrogen  and  air  flow  conditions  were  opti¬ 
mized  to  give  a  flame  detector  response  in 
the  plateau  region  ot  the  detector  response 
curve. 

A .4  Recorder.  Chart  speed  0.5  in/mln. 

A.5  Integrator.  Electronic  type  which  con¬ 
verts  the  analog  GC  signal  into  digital  form 
automatically.  The  integrator  measures  the 
peak  area  generated  by  the  GC  detector  and 
prints  the  area  in  microvolt-seconds. 

A.6  Heating.  Metal  tubing  connections  not 
contained  either  in  the  GC  column  oven  or 
the  gas-sampling  valve  oven  were  wrapped 
with  heating  tape  and  maintained  above 
50*C. 

A.7  Carrier  gas.  Helium  dried  with  a  com¬ 
mercially  available  moisture  trap.  Flow  rate 
was  50  ml/min. 

A.8  Retention  time.  Peak  of  ethanol  chro¬ 
matogram  appeared  approximately  2  minutes 
after  sample  Injection. 

A.9  Syringe.  A  5.0  ml  capacity  gas-tight 
glass  syringe  fitted  with  a  20  guage  needle. 
Volume  Injected  completely  purge  gas-sam¬ 
pling  system  was  2.5  ml. 

A.10  Reference  sample  bottles.  500  ml  ca¬ 
pacity  glass  serum  bottles  flt^d  with  rubber 
septa. 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Application  for  Amendment  of  Certificate 
of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity 
Under  Subpart  M  of  Part  302  of  the 
Board’s  Procedural  Regulations 

August  14,  1975. 


Table  1. — Partition  ratio  for  the  distribution 
of  ethanol  between  water  and  air — from 
25 *  C  to  35 *  O 


Tempera-  Tempera- 


ture 

Partition- 

ture 

Partition- 

*C: 

ratio  x  10* 

•C: 

ratio  x  HP 

26.0  1  _ 

_ ,  O.  217 

30.2 

O  814 

25.2 

_  .  220 

30.4  __ 

. ai« 

26.4  __ 

_  .  223 

30.6  .. 

.321 

26.6  __ 

997 

30.8 

.325 

25.8 

-  .230 

31.0  __ 

_  .329 

26.0 

933 

31.2 

_  .  333 

20  2 

. 236 

31.4 

_  ••  337 

26.4  .. 

940 

31.6 

_  .341 

26.6  .. 

. 243 

31.8 

.  .346 

26.8 

-  .247 

32.0 

_  .349 

27.0  _ 

9KO 

32.2  „ 

.  363 

27.2  __ 

_  .254 

32.4 

.  .  358 

27.4 

-  .  258 

32.6 

.  .362 

27.6  — 

_  .261 

32.8  „ 

. 367 

27.8  „ 

_  .265 

33.0 

_  .371 

28.0  __ 

. 269 

33.2 

_  .376 

28.2  __ 

973 

33.4  _ 

_  .380 

28.4 

_  .  277 

33.6 

_  .384 

28.8  — 

_  .281 

33.8 

_  .389 

28.8 

9ftR 

34.0 

_  .393 

29  0 

„  9ft0  ' 

34.2 

_  .398 

29.2  __ 

_ _  . 293 

34.4 

_  .403 

29.4  -- 

_  .  297 

34.6  .. 

_  .407 

20  6 

.302 

34.8  __ 

.412 

MB 

.  3  OS 

36.0  » 

.  .  417 

30.0 1 _ _  .310 

Flfere  > 

Aaeple  Inlet  Tube 


’»«ore  9 


1  Experimentally  determined  values  from 
Harger,  R.  N,  Raney,  B.  B„  Brldwell,  K.  G, 
and  Kltchel,  M.  F„  J.  Bled.  Chem.  183,  197- 
213  (1950).  Other  values  obtained  from  Har¬ 
ger  in  a  private  communication. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  on  August  13,  1975, 
received  an  application.  Docket  28173, 
from  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  for  amend¬ 
ment  of  its  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  for  route  97  to  pro¬ 
vide  Buffalo-St.  Louis  nonstop  service. 

The  applicant  requests  that  its  appli¬ 
cation  be  processed  under  the  expedited 
procedures  set  forth  in  Subpart  M  of 
Part  302  (14  CFR  Part  302) . 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21820  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

[Docket  27592;  Order  75-8-74;  Agreement 
C.A.B.  25159  R-l  through  R-9] 

Order  Relating  to  Currency  Matters 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the 
14th  day  of  August,  1975. 

An  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers 
embodied  In  the  resolutions  of  the  Traf¬ 
fic  Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
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Transport  Association  (LATA).  The 
agreement  was  adopted  at  a  composite 
currency  conference  held  April  29- 
May  5, 1975  in  Nice. 

The  agreement  proposes  a  new  system 
of  specifying  international  fares  and 
rates  based  on  the  International  Mone¬ 
tary  Fund’s  Special  Drawing  Rights 
(SDR) .  in  place  of  the  present  system  of 
specification  in  United  States  dollars  and 
United  Kingdom  pounds  sterling.  Cur¬ 
rently,  international  fares  and  rates  over 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  and  within  the 
Western  Hemisphere  are  specified  in  dol¬ 
lars,  while  fares  and  rates  in  other  world 
areas  are  specified  in  pounds.  Conversion 
into  other  currencies  for  local  publica¬ 
tion  and  sales  now  takes  place  at  ex¬ 
change  rates  set  forth  in  Resolution  021b 
which  reflect  the  parity  of  each  currency 
vis-a-vis  the  dollar  or  the  pound  prior 
to  the  second  devaluation  of  the  dollar 
on  February  13,  1973,  subject  to  cur¬ 
rency-related  surcharges  and  discounts 
to  account  for  the  reduced  value  of  the 
dollar  and  pound  and  the  increased  value 
of  other  currencies.  For  example,  the 
surcharge  on  U.S.-originating  trans-at- 
lantic  travel  is  six  percent,  while  fares 
from  various  strong-currency  European 
countries  are  subject  to  discounts  rang¬ 
ing  from  two  to  12  percent. 

Under  the  proposed  system,  the  pres¬ 
ent  specified  dollar  and  pound  fares  and 
rates  would  be  converted  to  SDR’s  at 
rates  of  SDR  0.92105=U.S.  $1.00  and 
SDR  2.40=U.K.  £1.00,  respectively,  which 
represent  the  SDR  parities  in  January 
1972  after  the  first  U.S.  dollar  devalua¬ 
tion.  The  new  SDR  fare  would  then  be 
converted  to  an  LATA  Unit  of  Value 
(IUV)  by  applying  a  Tariff  Level  Factor 
(TLF)  reflecting  existing  currency-re¬ 
lated  surcharges  in  order  to  produce  a 
selling  price  closely  approximating  pres¬ 
ent  fares.  Finally,  the  IUV  fare  would  be 
converted  to  local  selling  fares  and  rates 
using  the  current  SDR  rate  for  each 
local  currency.  The  following  example 
summarizes  the  process  in  the  case  of  a 
one-way  New  York -London  normal  econ¬ 
omy  fare  (winter) : 

Present  specified  fare:  $276x1. 06  currency 
surcharge  =  $292  selling  fare. 

Proposed  SDR  fare:  $275x0.92105=SDR 
253.28. 

IUV  fare:  SDR  253.28X0.93  TLF  =  IUV 
235.55. 

SDR  1.00:  $1.24779  at  April  1,  1975. 

Proposed  selling  fare:  IUV  235.55X1.24779  = 
$294. 

The  subject  agreement,  proposed  for 
effectiveness  September  1,  1975,  would 
only  institute  the  process  of  converting 
to  an  IUV  system,  subject  to  review  and 
modification  at  subsequent  Traffic  Con¬ 
ferences.  Actual  implementation  of  the 
program  is  not  contemplated  until  April 
1.  1977. 

After  implementation  of  the  IUV  sys¬ 
tem  a  local  currency  fare  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  further  adjustment  if  the  relation¬ 
ship  between  that  currency  and  the  SDR 
changed  from  the  parity  at  date  of  im¬ 
plementation  by  more  than  a  specified 
amount  for  a  period  of  15  consecutive 
business  days.  In  the  case  of  depreciat¬ 


ing  currencies,  which  would  require  a  fare 
increase,  the  triggering  deviation  from 
the  previous  relationship  is  2x/2  percent; 
while  in  the  case  of  an  appreciating 
currency,  which  would  require  a  fare 
decrease,  this  amount  is  5  percent. 
Adoption  of  the  new  SDR  conversion  rate 
would  be  subject  to  unanimous  agree¬ 
ment  by  all  members  serving  the  coun¬ 
try  involved,  and  the  carriers  would  also 
have  the  option  of  further  adjusting  fares 
by  revising  the  tariff  level  factor. 

The  purpose  of  this  order  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  procedural  dates  for  the  receipt  of 
carrier  justification  and  comments  from 
interested  persons,  and  to  address  specific 
issues  which  the  carriers  are  expected  to 
comment  on  in  their  submissions. 

The  central  issue  is  whether  or  not  this 
new  system  offers  significant  benefits 
over  the  present  system.  As  we  under¬ 
stand  it,  the  purpose  is  to  introduce  a 
simpler  method  of  fare  calculation  which 
more  closely  reflects  present  currency 
values  and  relationships,  to  facilitate 
realistic  adjustment  in  selling  fares  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  future  changes  in  currency  val¬ 
ues,  and  to  protect  airline  revenues  more 
effectively  in  the  present  unstable  mone¬ 
tary  situation.  It  is  also  allegedly  to  re¬ 
store  the  credibility  of  the  whole  fare/ 
rate  situation  in  the  eyes  of  governments 
and  the  public  by  providing  that  “the  in¬ 
dustry  shall  once  again  have  a  universally 
acceptable  tariff  base  with  recognizable 
conversion  rates.”1  On  the  other  hand, 
the  proposal  appears  considerably  more 
complicated  than  the  present  system  in 
its  methodology,  and  future  fare  changes 
would  continue  to  be  subject  to  unani¬ 
mous  agreement  among  the  affected  car¬ 
riers,  if  not  by  the  entire  Traffic  Confer¬ 
ence.  We  would  expect  that  most  govern¬ 
ments  would  require  approval  before  any 
such  changes  in  local  selling  fares  were 
implemented.  Certainly  the  Board  would 
require  that  any  action  under  the  new 
resolutions  which  would  alter  actual  sell¬ 
ing  fares  and  rates  to/from  the  United 
States  be  filed  as  an  agreement  under 
Section  412  of  the  Act  and  approved  prior 
to  implementation. 

Upon  initial  review  of  the  proposed  IUV 
scheme  the  Board  has  considerable  res¬ 
ervation  about  certain  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Most  importantly,  we  are  not  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  provisions  for  a  semi¬ 
automatic  adjustment  of  local  selling 
fares  in  response  to  currency  fluctuations 
are  in  the  public  interest.  Generally, 
when  a  currency  is  devalued  it  is  rea¬ 
sonable  to  conclude  that  some  upward 
adjustment  in  fares  quoted  in  that  cur¬ 
rency  is  necessary  to  compensate  for  the 
increased  expenses  incurred  by  both  U.S. 
and  foreign  carriers.  Increases  in  U.S. 
dollar  fares  to  account  for  depreciation 
in  the  dollar  generally  involve  some  over¬ 
compensation  to  U.S.  carriers  while  for¬ 
eign-flag  carriers  operating  to/from  the 
United  States  are  not  fully  compensated 
for  the  decline  in  the  dollar’s  value  vis- 
a-vis  their  own  currencies.  The  sur¬ 
charges  adopted  by  IATA  and  approved 


i  IATA  Unit  of  Value  Conference  Document 
No.  1. 


by  the  Board  in  the  past  reflect  a  com¬ 
promise  among  the  various  revenue/ex¬ 
pense  relationships  of  U.S.  and  foreign 
carriers  in  each  market,  and  have  been 
evaluated  by  the  Board  in  this  context. 
The  Board  has  stated  that  two  sets  of 
conditions  may  warrant  an  increase  in 
fares  resulting  from  dollar  devaluation. 
The  first  is  U.S.  carrier  operations  abroad 
which  earn  less  revenues  in  the  local  for¬ 
eign  currency  than  the  expenses  incurred 
in  that  currency.  In  that  event,  dollars 
must  be  exported  to  defray  the  overage 
of  expenses  and  more  of  the  lower-valued 
dollars  are  required  to  maintain  status 
quo.  The  second  set  of  conditions  per¬ 
tains  to  the  revenue/ expense  relation¬ 
ship  of  foreign-flag  carrier  operations 
conducted  in  the  United  States.  If  the 
revenue  earned  in  devalued  dollars  in  the 
United  States  exceeds  dollar  expenses, 
the  value  of  the  excess  is  reduced  when 
the  funds  are  remitted.' 

Our  examination  of  the  agreement  be¬ 
fore  us  indicates  that  an  Increase  in  dol¬ 
lar  fares  might  exceed  the  amount  neces¬ 
sary  to  compensate  both  U.S.  and  foreign 
carriers  for  their  devaluation-related 
costs.  For  example,  UJS.-Europe  fares 
were  increased  six  percent  following  the 
February  1973  dollar  devaluation  reflec- 
ing,  as  stated  above,  a  compromise 
among  the  different  revenue/expense  re¬ 
lationships  of  U.S.  and  foreign  carriers. 
But  a  similar  devaluation  of  about  10 
percent  under  the  proposal  would  result 
in  increases  in  U.S. -Europe  fares  averag¬ 
ing  over  eight  percent.  Hie  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  would  not  be  automatic  in  such 
circumstances;  rather,  detailed  justifica¬ 
tion  would  be  required  for  any  change  in 
dollar  fares  under  the  new  system,  item¬ 
izing  the  revenue/ expense  relationships 
of  U.S.  carrier  operations  in  the  foreign 
countries  involved,  and  those  of  the  re¬ 
spective  foreign  carriers’  oi»erations  in 
the  United  States. 

The  Board  also  notes  that,  while  the 
agreement  makes  provision  for  fare  and 
rate  decreases  as  well  as  increases  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  changing  SDR  parities,  an  in¬ 
crease  would  require  a  currency  to  de¬ 
preciate  only  2Y2  percent  versus  the  SDR 
while  a  decrease  would  require  a  cur¬ 
rency  to  appreciate  a  full  five  percent 
against  the  SDR.  Due  to  the  weighting 
effect  of  the  SDR  basket,  most  currencies 
would  require  a  very  large  appreciation 
vis-a-vis  other  individual  currencies  to 
achieve  the  stipulated  five  percent  in¬ 
crease  in  their  SDR  value.  It  also  appears 
that  increases  in  fares  in  one  direction 
due  to  a  depreciation  in  the  currency  of 
the  country  of  origin  would  not  be 
matched  by  a  corresponding  reduction  in 
fares  in  the  opposite  direction.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  a  10  percent  depreciation  in  the 
dollar  would  have  the  effect  of  raising 
U.S.-Europe  fares  by  more  than  eight 
percent  as  noted  above,  but  fares  from 
major  European  countries  would  not  de¬ 
crease  since  the  appreciation  of  their  re¬ 
spective  currencies  against  the  SDR 
would  average  only  about  3.3  percent,  less 


*  See  Order  73-7-54,  July  12,  1973. 
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than  that  required  for  an  adjustment.* 
The  procedures  also  appear  somewhat 
more  automatic  for  increases  than  for 
decreases,  and  it  seems  that  the  entire 
proposal  is  biased  against  decreases  in 
fares  or  rates.  Furthermore,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  upward  or  downward  adjustments 
take  place  as  contemplated  by  the  resolu¬ 
tions,  it  is  not  clear  whether  or  not  the 
carriers  have  focused  on  the  potential  in¬ 
stability  in  the  market  place  stemming, 
from  a  system  where  fares  or  rates  could 
change  every  month,  particularly  the 
problem  of  repeated  tariff  filings  and 
education  of  the  selling  force.  The  Board 
would  find  considerable  difficulty  with  a 
system  wherein  fares  and  rates  fluctuate 
frequently  thus  adding  further  complex¬ 
ity  and  confusion  to  the  IATA  structure. 

Another  potential  problem  is  the  effect 
which  currency  fluctuations  in  one  world 
area  may  have  on  fares  and  rates  in 
other  areas.  For  example,  the  only  cur¬ 
rencies  of  Western  Hemisphere  coun¬ 
tries  which  are  in  the  16  currency  SDR 
basket  are  those  of  the  U.S.  and  Can¬ 
ada,  and  several  other  currencies  in  this 
area  are  closely  aligned  with  the  U.S. 
dollar.  Yet  a  depreciation  of  the  dollar 
versus  the  SDR  would  have  the  effect  of 
increasing  fares  within  the  Western 
Hemisphere  although  the  carriers’  costs 
would  not  have  changed.  Similarly,  the 
agreement  would  increase  fares  between 
the  United  States  and  Japan  in  cases 
where  either  the  dollar  or  the  yen  (or 
both)  depreciated  against  the  SDR,  al¬ 
though  the  relationship  between  these 
currencies  has  been  reasonably  stable 
in  recent  months.*  It  also  appears  that 
the  present  relationships  of  U.S./Europe 
and  Canada/Europe  fares  would  be  dis¬ 
turbed. 

Finally,  the  Board  notes  that  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Delta),  which  operates 
U.S.-Caribbean  services,  has  stated  that 
it  abstained  from  the  final  vote  on  the 
agreement  in  Nice  in  part  because  cur¬ 
rency  relationships  between  the  U.S.  dol¬ 
lar  and  a  group  of  European  currencies 
could,  as  indicated  above,  trigger  auto¬ 
matic  increases  in  Western  Hemisphere 
fares  without  regard  to  carrier  expenses 
or  marketing  considerations.  Delta  also 
expresses  serious  reservation  about  the 
entire  IUV  scheme,  contending  that  it  is 
merely  an  empty  shell  which  will  require 
detailed  adjustment  before  implementa¬ 
tion;  that  present  currency-related 
transactions  are  continuing  without  un- 


•  Conversely,  a  10  percent  depreciation  of 
the  U.K.  pound  versus  the  dollar  would  result 
In  an  Increase  In  London-New  York  fares  of 
over  10  percent,  but  New  York -London  fares 
would  remain  at  status  quo. 

*  For  Instance,  a  10  percent  depreciation  of 
the  U.S.  dollar  against  European  currencies 
In  the  SDR  basket  would  result  In  increases 
to  west  coast/Tokyo  fares  and  New  York/ 
Buenos  Aires  fares  of  about  6.8  percent. 
Similar  cases  could  occur  In  Europe.  Al¬ 
though  the  U.K.  and  Irish  pounds  are  tied 
to  one  another,  a  depreciation  or  devaluation 
of  these  currencies  vis-a-vis  the  SDR  would 
have  the  effect,  under  the  subject  agree¬ 
ment,  of  Increasing  fares  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  Ireland. 


NOTICES 

due  hardship  on  the  carriers  concerned; 
that  airlines,  retail  agents,  customers 
and  governments  had  adapted  to  the 
changing  situation;  that  the  agreement 
proposes  an  immediate  departure  from 
a  true  and  direct  relationship  with  the 
SDR  and,  by  introducing  the  IUV  adjust¬ 
ment,  would  merely  replace  today’s  arti¬ 
ficial  conversion  factors  with  a  new  and 
equally  artificial  scheme.  Delta  further 
contends  that  the  proposal  would  intro¬ 
duce  new  complexities  in  tariff  filings 
and  currency  transactions  involving 
cargo  and  ticket  agents  and  reservations 
personnel  who  have  no  financial  train¬ 
ing;  that  the  proposed  automatic  fare 
charges  in  response  to  currency  fluctua¬ 
tions  would  be  a  one-way  street  of  fare 
increases  with  no  decreases;  that  auto¬ 
matic  fare  changes  would  be  extremely 
disruptive  for  passengers  who  make  long- 
range  plans  as  well  as  carriers  and  agents 
who  require  a  long  lead  time  to  prepare 
advertising,  tour  folders  and  promotional 
programs;  and  that,  if  the  Board  ap¬ 
proves  the  agreement,  it  should  be  con¬ 
ditioned  in  such  manner  as  to  avoid  these 
potential  problems  and  to  forestall  con¬ 
fusion  and  misunderstanding. 

We  are  inclined  to  agree  with  Delta 
that  the  present  system  of  specification 
and  conversion,  while  admittedly  far 
from  ideal,  seems  to  be  working  reason¬ 
ably  well  and  are  not  convinced  that  the 
agreement,  on  its  face,  offers  significant 
benefits  over  present  procedures.  Pan 
American,  Braniff,  Lufthansa  and  Varig 
also  abstained  on  the  agreement.6  In 
view  of  this  apparent  opposition  on  the 
part  of  three  U.S.-flag  carriers  and  two 
important  foreign  carriers  to  one  or  more 
aspects  of  the  system,  the  Board  would 
hope  the  agreement’s  proponents  would 
give  further  and  most  careful  considera¬ 
tion  to  its  full  Implications.  We  also  be¬ 
lieve  our  initial  concerns  as  discussed 
above  may  be  of  interest  to  other  gov¬ 
ernments,  especially  the  effect  of  U.S./ 
European  currency  fluctuations  on  fares 
and  rates  within  the  Western  Hemi¬ 
sphere  and  in  transpacific  markets.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Board  would  cer¬ 
tainly  not  object  in  principle  to  any  sim¬ 
plified  scheme  which  promises  to  deal 
more  effectively  with  present-day  cur¬ 
rency  relationships.  We  particularly  in¬ 
vite  comment  on  the  potential  problems 
outlined  above,  not  only  from  the  U.S.- 
and  foreign-flag  members  of  IATA,  but 
also  from  other  interested  U.S.  govern¬ 
ment  agencies  and  foreign  governments, 
as  well  as  the  traveling  and  shipping 
public. 

Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED  THAT: 

1.  Each  U.S.  carrier  member  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Association 
shall  file  a  statement  of  position  and 
justification  regarding  each  resolution 
incorporated  in  Agreemnt  C.A.B.  25159, 


•  The  IATA  minutes  reflect  Pan  American’s 
opposition  to  the  resolution’s  administrative 
provisions  and  that,  despite  the  adoption  of 
the  resolutions,  they  did  not  consider  them¬ 
selves  bound  In  any  way  to  elimination  of 
the  U.S.  dollar  as  a  basic  currency. 
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R-l  through  R-9,  within  45  calendar 
days  of  the  date  of  service  of  this  order, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  those  issues 
addressed  herein;  and 
2.  Comments  from  interested  persons 
shall  be  submitted  within  45  calendar 
days  of  the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21821  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  27813;  Agreement  C.A.B.  25296  R-4, 

R-5,  R-13  through  R-15  Agreement  C.A.B. 

25297  R~3  through  R-5;  Order  75-8-70] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Passenger  Fare  Matters 
August  13,  1975. 

Issued  under  delegated  authority. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers  and  other  carriers 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Traffic 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (IATA).  The 
agreements,  adopted  at  the  8th  Meetings 
of  the  Passenger  Traffic  Procedures  Com¬ 
mittee  held  April  7-11,  1975  in  Geneva 
and  the  Passenger  Agency  Committee 
held  May  5-9,  1975  at  Montreal,  have 
been  assigned  the  above  C.A.B.  agree¬ 
ment  numbers  and  bear  effectiveness 
dates  of  November  1,  1975  and  January 
1,  1976,  respectively. 

The  agreements  would  revalidate  and 
make  procedural  and  technical  changes 
to  resolutions  governing  air/sea  trans¬ 
portation;  add  “grandchildren”  to  the 
definition  of  immediate  family  set  forth 
in  resolutions  governing  extension  of 
ticket  validity,  waiver  of  minimum-stay 
requirements  and  rerouting  of  group 
passengers;  and  amend  various  resolu¬ 
tions  governing  reduced-fare  transporta¬ 
tion  for  passenger  agents  to  include  re¬ 
quiring  agent  locations  be  on  the  IATA 
agency  list  at  least  12  months  prior  to 
application  for  reduced  fares  and  reduc¬ 
ing  the  qualifying  period  for  reduced- 
fare  transportation  from  12  to  3  months 
for  persons  previously  qualified  when  em¬ 
ployed  by  another  IATA-approved  agent 
immediately  prior  to  their  present  em¬ 
ployment. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulations, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found  that  the 
following  resolutions,  incorporated  in 
Agreements  C.A.B.  25296  and  C.A.B. 
25297  as  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act; 
provided  that  approval  is  subject,  where 
applicable,  to  all  conditions  previously 
imposed  by  the  Board: 
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Agreement  1ATA 
CAB  No. 


Title 


Application 


£5296: 

K-4 . . 153 

R-5 _ 153 


R-13 _ 

277 

R-14 . 

277a 

R-15 . 

277b 

26297: 

R-3 . 

203 

R-t _ 

203 

R-5 . 

203b 

Air/Sea  Transportation  (Revalidating  and  Amending! . 1. 

Air/Sea  Transportation  (Revalidating  and  Amending).. . .  2;  3;  1/2.  2/3;  3/1;  1/2/3. 

Extension  of  Ticket  Validity  (Amending) . 1;  2;  3;  1/2;  2/3;  3/1;  1/2/3. 

Waiver  of  Minimum-Stay  Requirement  (Amending) _ 1;  2:3. 

Rerouting  of  Group  Passenger  In  Case  of  Death  (Amending) _ 1;  2;  3;  1/2;  2/3;  3/1;  1/2/3. 

Reduced  Fares  for  Passenger  Agents  (USA)  (Amending) _ 1;  2;  3;  1/2;  2/3;  3/1;  1/2/3. 

Reduced  Fares  for  Passenger  Agents  (Except  U8A)  (Amending).  1;  2: 3;  1/2;  2/3;  3/1;  1/2/3. 
Group  Educational  Trips  for  Passenger  Agents  (Amending) . 1;  2;  3, 1/2;  2/3;  3/1;  l/2/3; 


Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED  THAT: 

Agreements  C.A.B.  25296,  R-4,  R-5, 
R-13  through  R-15  and  C.A.B.  25297, 
R~3  through  R^5,  be  and  hereby  are  ap¬ 
proved  subject,  where  applicable,  to  all 
conditions  previously  Imposed  by  the 
Board. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may 
file  such  petitions  within  ten  days  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  and  be¬ 
come  the  action  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  upon  expiration  of  the  above 
period,  unless  within  such  period  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  thereof  is  filed  or  the 
Board  gives  notice  that  it  will  review  this 
order  on  its  own  motion. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

James  L.  Deegan,  Chief  Passenger  and 
Cargo  Rates  Division  Bureau  of  Eco¬ 
nomics. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

]FR  Doc .75-2 1823  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  27568;  Order  75-8-76] 

METROPOLITAN  AIRPORT  AUTHORITY 
Order  Dismissing  Petition 

/  Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington  D.C.  on 
the  14th  day  of  August,  1975. 

On  March  3,  1975,  the  Metropolitan 
Airport  Authority  of  Rock  Island  Coun¬ 
ty,  Illinois  (MAA) ,  which  owns  and  op¬ 
erates  the  Quad-City  Airport,  petitioned 
the  Board  to  institute  and  set  for  im¬ 
mediate  hearing  an  Investigation  of  the 
air  service  needs  of  the  Quad-City  (Dav¬ 
enport/Moline)  area.  Specifically,  the 
MAA  suggests  a  Minneapolis/St.  Paul- 
Davenport/Moline  -  Louisville  -  Atlanta 
route.  In  support  of  its  petition,  the 
MAA  states  that  the  Quad-Cities  gener¬ 
ate  more  air  traffic  than  any  other  air¬ 
port  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  with  the 
exception  of  O’Hare  and  Midway  Fields 
in  Chicago;  the  Quad-City  airport  has 
excellent  facilities;  and,  based  on  the 
1973  O&D  Survey,  a  new  Minneapolls- 
Davenport/Moline  -  Louisville  -  Atlanta 
route  would  have  an  indicated  volume 
of  passengers  handled  in  1973  of  83,650. 

No  answers  to  the  subject  petition  have 
been  filed,  nor  has  any  carrier  filed  an 
application  seeking  the  authority  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  MAA’s  petition. 
i  Upon  consideration  of  the  pleadings 
ceive  7%  nonstop  round  trips  to  Chicago 1 


cided  that  the  MAA’s  petition  should  be 
dismissed  without  prejudice. 

Due  to  the  considerable  number  of 
major  rate  and  fare  cases  and  other 
hearing  cases  involving  requests  for 
new  or  improved  route  authority,  the 
Board’s  ability  to  grant  requests  for  im¬ 
mediate  hearing  is  necessarily  limited. 
The  Board  has  adopted  general  stand¬ 
ards,  set  forth  in  section  399.60(b)  of  its 
Policy  Statements,  for  determining  the 
degree  of  relative  priority  to  which  each 
matter  requiring  an  evidentiary  hearing 
is  entitled  based  on  the  comparative  pub¬ 
lic  interest  factors  involved  therein.  The 
Investigation  requested  by  the  MAA  is, 
of  course,  a  matter  which  would  require 
a  full  evidentiary  proceeding.  In  the 
area  of  routes,  the  Board  will  generally 
afford  a  priority  hearing  to  those  ap¬ 
plications  which  present  the  potential 
for  greater  service  benefits  to  a  sub¬ 
stantial  segment  of  the  public,  as  well 
as  indicating  the  prospect  of  economic 
operations  for  the  carrier  concerned. 

On  the  basis  of  the  facts  before  us,  the 
service  deficiencies  alleged  by  the  MAA 
do  not  appear  to  be  so  urgent  as  to  con¬ 
stitute  such  a  present  denial  of  reason¬ 
able  access  to  adequate  service  by  the 
citizens  of  the  area  as  to  warrant  an 
immediate  priority  hearing.  The  MAA’s 
claim  of  83,650  flow  passengers  on  its 
proposed  Minneapolis-Quad-Cities-Lou- 
isville-Atlanta  route  is  based  on  three 
distinct  groups  of  traffic;  24,590  Quad- 
Cities-Minneapolis-beyond  passengers, 
33,730  Quad-Cities-Louisville-Atlanta- 
Southeast  passengers  and  25,330  Louis- 
ville-Minneapolis -beyond  passengers.  As 
to  the  first  group  of  traffic  (Quad-Cities- 
Minneapolis-beyond) ,  we  note  that 
Ozark  currently  has  Minneapolis -Quad - 
Cities  nonstop  authority  and  currently 
provides  one  two-stop  and  two  one-stop 
round  trips  in  the  market.  As  to  Quad- 
Cities-Louisville- Atlanta,  there  were  only 
6,400  local  passengers  (nine  per  day  in 
each  direction)  in  that  market  in  1973. 
The  remainder  of  the  forecast  traffic 
would  have  to  make  connections  at  At¬ 
lanta  or  Louisville,  for  points  beyond. 
However,  the  Quad-Cities  currently  re¬ 
ceive  7  V2  nonstop  round  trips  to  Chicago1 
and  four  Ozark  nonstop  round  trips  to 
St.  Louis.  As  numerous  connections  to 
Southeast  points  are  available  at  the 
latter  two  cities,  a  new  service  offering 
Louisville  and  Atlanta  connections  would 
only  attract  a  fraction  of  the  O&D  t  raffic 
between  Quad-Cities  and  the  Southeast 


1  Two  nonstop  round  trips  from  Ozark  and 
5*4  nonstop  round  trips  from  Unit.  d. 


points  claimed  by  the  MAA.  Finally,  as 
to  the  Louisville-Minneapolis-beyond 
traffic  claimed  by  the  MAA,  we  note  that 
Eastern  already  provides  one-stop  serv¬ 
ice  between  Louisville  and  Minneapolis  * 
and  Ozark  provides  two-stop  service.5 
Thus,  the  proposed  new  route  could  not 
possibly  attract  the  volume  of  traffic 
claimed  by  the  MAA. 

In  looking  at  the  potential  economic 
self-sufficiency  of  the  service  proposed 
by  the  MAA,  we  cannot  Ignore  the  fact 
that  no  carrier  has  indicated  an  interest 
in  providing  the  proposed  service  by 
filing  an  application  in  support  of  the 
MAA’s  request.  Absent  a  proposal  by  a 
carrier,  we  may  conclude  that  no  carrier 
has  the  incentive  to  effectively  promote 
and  develop  new  service  to  Quad-Cities 
and  that  the  potential  economic  via¬ 
bility  for  such  operations  at  Quad-Cities 
is  limited.  We  also  note  that  Ozark,  a 
subsidized  carrier,  already  holds  nonstop 
authority  from  Quad-Cities  to  Minne¬ 
apolis/St.  Paul,  as  well  as  one-stop 
Louisville-Mlnneapolis  authority.  (Thus, 
Ozark  currently  has  Mlnneapolis-Quad- 
Clties-Loulsville  authority.)  The  fact 
that  Ozark  does  not  currently  provide 
such  a  service,  and  has  not  applied  for  • 
an  extension  to  Atlanta  in  this  case, 
further  supports  the  assumption  that 
there  is  no  viable  economic  foundation 
for  the  route  proposed  by  the  MAA.4 

In  view  of  these  circumstances,  we 
find  that  the  MAA’s  petition  does  not 
state  facts  which  warrant  an  investiga¬ 
tion  at  this  time.4  This  is  not  to  say, 
however,  that  our  conclusion  would  be 
the  same  if  we  were  presented  with  a 
case  where  we  might  find  that  the  serv¬ 
ice  deficiencies  were  more  serious  or 
if  we  were  presented  with  an  application 
by  a  carrier  who  was  willing  to  provide 
the  service  requested  by  the  MAA  and 
who  could  demonstrate  that  the  service 
could  be  economically  viable. 

ACCORDINGLY,  IT  IS  ORDERED 
THAT:  The  petition  of  the  Metropolitan 
Airport  Authority  of  Rock  Island 
County,  Illinois  be  and  it  hereby  is  dis¬ 
missed. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

.  Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-21822  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


*  Eastern  provides  one  one-stop  round  trip 
Loulsvllle-Indlanapolls-Minneapolls. 

*  Ozark  provides  one  two-stop  round  trip 
Loulsvllle-Indlanapolls-Peorla-Mlnneapolls. 

•We  also  observe  that  Eastern  (which  has 
unrestricted  Atlanta-Loulsville  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  as  well  as  Louisville-Mlnneapolis  non¬ 
stop  authority  subject  to  a  long-haul  restric¬ 
tion)  has  not  applied  for  any  new  authority 
In  this  proceeding  either. 

*  Our  action  herein  Is  consistent  with  our 
recent  denial  of  a  similar  petition  regarding 
Rockford,  Illinois.  Bee  Order  75-6-103,  June 
23.  1975. 
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CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Title  Change  in  Noncareer  Executive 
Assignment 

By  notice  of  November  7, 1974,  PR  Doc. 
74-26085,  the  Civil  Service  Commission 
authorized  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  as¬ 
signment  the  position  of  Foreign  Agri¬ 
culture  Affairs  Administrator  (General 
Sales  Manager) ,  Office  of  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Foreign  Agriculture  Service.  This 
is  notice  that  the  title  of  this  position  is 
now  being  changed  to  Sales  Manager 
(Foreign  Agricultural  Affairs  Adminis¬ 
trator)  ,  Office  of  the  Sales  Manager,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-21803  Filed  8-18-75; 8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  §  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  IX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
to  fill  by  noncareer  executive  assignment 
in  the  excepted  service  the  position  of  Di¬ 
rector,  Services  Support  Division,  Office 
of  Public  Affairs,  Office  of  the  Secretary. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-21801  FUed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Revocation  of  Authority  To  Make  a 
Noncareer  Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  EX  (5  CFR  9.20) ,  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  revokes  the  authority  of 
the  Department  of  Justice  to  fill  by  non¬ 
career  executive  assignment  in  the  ex¬ 
cepted  service  the  position  of  Chief,  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Regulations  Section,  Crimi¬ 
nal  Division. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-21802  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 

Grant  of  Authority  To  Make  Noncareer 
Executive  Assignment 

Under  authority  of  S  9.20  of  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Rule  rx  (5  CFR  9.20) .  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  authorizes  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy  to  fill  by  noncareer 
executive  assignment  In  the  excepted 
service  the  position  of  Special  Assistant 
for  Financial  Management,  Office  of 


Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Fi¬ 
nancial  Management,  Immediate  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.75-21800  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


GRANT  FUNDS 
Notice  of  Allocations 

Pursuant  to  5  CFR  900.301  (a) ,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  allocations  of  funds 
available  for  grants  under  the  Intergov¬ 
ernmental  Personnel  Act  of  1970,  Public 
Law  91-648,  85  Stat.  1927.  For  grants 
under  the  Act,  Congress  has  appropri¬ 
ated  $15  million  for  Fiscal  Year  1976  and 
$4  million  for  the  Fiscal  Year  1976-77 
transition  period  (July  1,  1976  through 
September  30,  1976) .  Eighty  percent  of 
these  amounts  must  be  allocated  among 
the  States  and  between  State  and  local 
government  needs,  as  required  by  section 
506  of  the  Act.  Under  a  recent  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Intergovernmental  Person¬ 
nel  Act,  the  term  “local  government”  in¬ 
cludes  Indian  governing  bodies  perform¬ 
ing  substantial  governmental  functions. 


Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act — formula 
grant  allocations  for  fiscal  year  1976 


State 

Total  State 
allocation 

Minimum 
share  for 
local  govern¬ 
ment  needs  1 

Alabama . 

$104,000 

$97,000 

Alaska . . 

70,000 

35,000 

Arizona . 

124,000 

62,000 

Arkansas . . 

111,000 

55,500 

California . . . 

1,200,000 

732,500 

Colorado . 

1.50,000 

75,000 

Connecticut . 

166,000 

102,900 

Delaware . 

70,000 

35,000 

District  of  Columbia . . . 

70,000  . 

Florida . 

461,000 

230,  .500 

Georgia . 

272,000 

136,000 

Hawaii.. . 

70,000 

35,000 

Idaho . 

70,000 

35,000 

Illinois . 

505,000 

297,500 

Indiana . 

286,000 

143,000 

Iowa . 

163,000 

81,500 

Kansas. . 

135,000 

67,500 

Kentucky . 

180,000 

90,000 

Louisiana.. . . 

218,000 

109,000 

Maine . 

70,000 

35,000 

Maryland . 

237,000 

155,000 

Massachusetts . 

324,000 

202,300 

Michigan . . 

525,000 

262,500 

Minnesota . . . 

224,000 

119, 800 

Mississippi . 

133,000 

66,500 

Missouri . . 

260,000 

130,000 

Montana . 

70,000 

35,000 

Nebraska . 

93,000 

46,500 

Nevada . . . 

70,000 

36,200 

New  Hampshire _ 

70,000 

35,000 

New  Jersey . 

410,000 

257,900 

New  Mexico . 

70,000 

35,000 

New  York . 

1, 137, 000 

845,600 

North  Carolina . . 

293,000 

180, 800 

North  Dakota . 

70,000 

35,000 

Ohio . 

671,000 

309,000 

Oklahoma _ _ 

157,000 

78,500 

Oregon..-: _  ■ 

134,000 

67,000 

Pennsylvania _ _ ; 

616,000 

308,000 

Rhode  Island _ _ _ ; 

70,000 

35,600 

South  Carolina...: _ .- 

160,000 

80,000 

South  Dakota . 

70,000 

35,000 

Tennessee _ 

236,000 

149,400 

Texas . 

673,000 

336,500 

Utah . 

70,000 

35,000 

Vermont _ — r • 

70,000 

35, 000 

Virginia _ _ 

287,000 

176,500 

Washington _ 

200,000 

100,000 

West  Virginia _ 

102,000 

51,000 

Wisconsin _ 

259,000 

159,800 

Wyoming . _ _■ 

70,000 

35,000 

Total. 

12,406,000 

6,889,300 

i  Must  be  at  least  50  pet  of  the  State’s  total  allocation. 


Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act — formula 
grant  allocations  for  fiscal  year  1976-77 
transition  period  ( July  1-Sept.  SO,  1976) 


State 

Total  State 
allocation 

Minimum 
share  for  local 
government 
needs 1 

Alabama _ _ _ j 

$52,000 

$26,000 

Alaska . 

19,000 

9,500 

Arizona . 

33,000 

16,500 

Arkansas . . 

30,000 

15,000 

California . 

320,000 

195,300 

Colorado . 

40,000 

20,000 

Connecticut . 

44,000 

27,300 

Delaware. . 

19,000 

9,500 

District  of  Columbia... 

19,000 

Florida . 

123,000 

61,500 

Georgia . 

73,000 

36,500 

Hawaii . 

19,000 

9,500 

Idaho . 

19,000 

9,500 

Illinois . 

159,000 

79,500 

Indiana . . . 

76,000 

38,000 

Iowa . 

44,000 

22,000 

Kansas. . 

36,000 

18,000 

Kentucky . 

48,000 

24,000 

Louisiana . . 

58,000 

29,000 

Maine . 

19,000 

9,500 

Maryland .  . 

63,000 

41,200 

Massachusetts . 

86,000 

53, 700 

Michigan . 

140,000 

70,000 

Minnesota . . 

60,000 

32,100 

Mississippi . . . 

36,000 

18, 000 

Missouri . 

69,000 

34,000 

Montana . 

19,000 

9,500 

Nebraska . . . 

25,000 

12,500 

Nevada. . . 

19,000 

9,800 

New  Hampshire . 

19,000 

9,500 

New  Jersey . 

109,000 

68,600 

New  Mexico . 

19,000 

9,500 

New  York . . 

303,000 

225,300 

North  Carolina . 

78,000 

48,100 

North  Dakota . 

19,000 

9,500 

Ohio . 

152,000 

82,300 

Oklahoma . . 

42,000 

21,000 

Oregon . 

36,000 

18,000 

Pennsvlvanla . 

164,000 

82,000 

Rhode  Island . 

19,000 

9,700 

South  Carolina . 

43,000 

21,500 

South  Dakota . 

19,000 

9,500 

Tennessee . 

63,000 

39,900 

Texas . 

179,000 

89,500 

Utah . - 

19,000 

9,500 

Vermont. . . . 

19,000 

9,500 

Virginia - - 

76,000 

46, 700 

Washington . 

53,000 

26,500 

West  Virginia.. . 

27,000 

13,500 

Wisconsin . 

69,000 

42,300 

Wyoming . 

19,000 

9,500 

Total . 

3,313,000 

1,924,300 

i  Must  be  at  least  50  pet  of  the  State’s  total  allocation. 

Paragraph  1.  Minimum  allocations  for 
individual  States  and  for  meeting  the 
needs  of  local  governments.  When  the 
dollar  allocation  for  a  State  is  less  than 
$70,000  in  Fiscal  Year  1976,  or  $19,000 
in  the  transition  period,  the  U.S.  Civil 
Service  Commission  has  added  additional 
amounts  from  discretionary  grant  funds 
to  increase  the  State’s  allocations  to 
these  levels.  The  minimum  allocation  for 
meeting  the  needs  of  local  governments 
in  each  State  is  established  by  the  Inter¬ 
governmental  Personnel  Act  as  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  State’s  total  allocation. 

Par.  2.  Use  of  Grant  Funds.  Under 
the  Intergovernmental  Personnel  Act 
the  U.S.  Civil  Service  Commission  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  grants  to  State  govern¬ 
ments:  to  general  local  governments,  or 
combinations  of  local  governments,  that 
serve  a  population  of  fifty  thousand  or 
more;  or  to  eligible  Indian  tribal  govern¬ 
ments  for  up  to  50  percent  of  the  costs 
of  projects  to  strengthen  personnel  ad¬ 
ministration  or  to  train  professional,  ad¬ 
ministrative,  and  technical  employees 
and  officials.  State,  local,  and  Indian 
government  executives  or  other  lnter- 
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ested  persons  may  obtain  further  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  grant  program  from  the 
appropriate  office  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission. 

Par.  3.  Use  of  transition  period  funds. 
The  allocations  for  the  Fiscal  Year  1976- 
1977  transition  period  are  furnished  now 
to  permit  advance  planning  for  the  use 
of  these  funds.  The  transition  period 
funds  will  be  available  for  award  to  eligi¬ 
ble  grantees  as  of  July  1,  1976. 


United  States  Civil  Service  Regions 

For  convenience  in  administration  of 
the  field  service,  the  Commission  has  di¬ 
vided  the  United  States  into  regions.  The 
following  shows  the  names  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regional  directors  and  their 
headquarters,  and  the  geographic  areas 
over  which  these  officials  have  Jurisdic¬ 
tion,  for  Intergovernmental  Personnel 
Act  programs  as  well  as  other  Commis¬ 
sion  programs. 


Region  Headquarters  Directors  Area  served 


Atlanta... .  1340  Spring  St.  NW\,  Atlanta,  Ga.  David  Caldwell .  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Ken- 

303&J.  tucky,  Mississippi.  North  Caro¬ 

lina,  South  Carolina,  and  Teu- 


Boston . . John  W.  McCormack,  Post  Office 

and  Courthouse  Bldg.,  Boston, 
Mass.  02109. 

Chicago . :  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  29th  Floor, 

230  South  Dearborn  St.,  Chicago, 
IU.  60604. 

Dallas . 1100  Commerce  St.,  Dallas,  Tex. 

76202. 

Denver.. Building  20,  Denver  Federal  Cen¬ 
ter,  Denver,  Colo.  80225. 

New  York.....—  Federal  Bldg.,  26  Federal  Plata, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

Philadelphia....':  William  J.  Green,  Jr.,  Federal  Bldg., 
600  Arch  St„  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19106. 

Bt.  Louis _ :.r.  1256  Federal  Bldg.,  1520  Market  8t., 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  63103. 

Ban  Francisco _ Federal  Bldg.,  Box  36010,  450 

Golden  Gate  Ave.,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94102. 

Beattie . r„...  Federal  Bldg.,  26th  Floor.  916  2d 

Ave.,  Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 


Charles  A.  Maher _ Connecticut,  Maine,  Massachu¬ 

setts,  New  Hampshire,  Rhode 
Island,  and  Vermont. 

Keith  Roelofs . Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Min¬ 

nesota,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

William  H.  Rima,  Jr..  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

George  F.  Dwyer . Colorado,  Montana,  North  Dakota, 

South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming. 

Virginia  M.  New  Jersev,  New  York,  Puerto 

Armstrong.  Kloo,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

Robert  E.  Sperry....  Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 

vania,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia. 

Robert  J.  Dunn...: _ Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 

Nebraska. 

Asa  T.  Briley _ ...  Arizona,  California,  Hawaii,  Ne¬ 

vada,  and  the  Pacific  overseas 
area. 

Thomas  G.  McCarthy.  Alaska,  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
Washington. 


For  the  IPA  Grant  Program  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.:  Joseph  M.  Robertson,  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Intergovernmental 
Personnel  Programs,  U.S.  Civil  Service 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20415. 

Dated:  August  19, 1975. 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FE  Doc.75-21629  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  NUCLEAR  AGENCY 

SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  GROUP  ON 
EFFECTS 

Meeting 

August  12,  1975 

The  next  meeting  of  the  Scientific  Ad¬ 
visory  Group  on  Effects  (SAGE),  spon¬ 
sored  by  the  Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
(DNA) ,  will  be  held  during  the  period  14- 
17  October  1975  at  the  Naval  Electronics 
Laboratory  Center  (NELC) ,  San  Diego, 
California.  SAGE  members  will  review 
and  evaluate  ongoing  and  future  DNA 
programs.  Since  all  of  the  presentations 
review  will  contain  classified  infor¬ 
mation,  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  under  the  provisions  of  section 
552(b)  (1)  and  (3)  of  title  5,  United 
States  Code. 

W.  A.  Hughes, 

Lcdr ^  USN, 

Executive  Secretary.  SAGE. 

[FR  Doc.75-21677  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  amj 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  75-29] 

HOUSEHOLD  GOODS  CARRIERS 

Proposed  General  Increases;  Order  of 
Investigation  and  Suspension 

The  Household  Goods  Carriers  Bureau 
<HHG)  operates  pursuant  to  approved 
Section  15  Agreements  Nos.  8480  and 
8490  as  agents  for  member  Non- Vessel 
Operating  Common  Carriers  (NVO) .  As 
agent  for  these  NVO’s,  HHG  publishes  a 
tariff  covering  the  domestic  offshore 
trade  area  for  the  commodity  “used 
household  goods.”  The  tariff’s  rates  apply 
port-to-port  and  include  container  load¬ 
ing  and  discharge,  but  do  not  Include 
pickup  and  delivery  service.  On  July  17, 
1975,  HHG  filed  a  general  increase  sup¬ 
plement  to  its  tariff  to  become  effective 
August  16, 1975.1  The  existing  rates,  pro¬ 
posed  rates,  and  the  percentage  of 
change  are  set  forth  in  an  Appendix  at¬ 
tached  hereto. 

While  HHG  provided  a  narrative 
Justification  with  its  tariff  filing,  no 
actual  financial  or  operating  data  was 
received  by  the  Commission’s  staff.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  HHG,  its  rates  have  not  kept 
pace  with  the  cost  of  service:  the  in¬ 
creases  are  “almost  exclusively  repre¬ 
sentative  of  increases  in  underlying 
ocean  carriage  between  various  ports;" 
and  the  Intent  of  the  Increase  is  to  el lml- 
nate  the  potential  for  substantial  losses. 


1  Supplement  No.  82  to  Domestic  (Off¬ 
shore)  Household  Goods  Maritime  Tariff  No. 
1,  FMC-F  No.  I. 


Additionally,  HHG  notes  that  some  of 
its  rates  have  not  been  increased  in  a 
number  of  years  and  it  is  now'  necessary 
to  file  “catch-up”  Increases. 

No  protests  have  been  received. 

The  Commission  believes  that  no  ade¬ 
quate  justification  for  a  rate  increase  of 
this  magnitude — up  to  87.7  percent 
(Baltimore  to  San  Juan) — has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  by  HHG. 

In  addition,  the  HHG  rates  are  pres¬ 
ently  considerably  higher  than  those  of 
underlying  water  carriers.  With  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase  the  spread  becomes 
extraordinary.  Due  to  the  absence  of  any 
cost  justification  for  the  proposed  rates 
and/or  any  rationale  underlying  HHG’s 
ratemaking,  the  increase  supplement 
should  be  made  the  subject  of  an  investi¬ 
gation  and  placed  under  suspension  for 
the  full  statutory  period  of  four  months. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  proposed  increases  should  be  made 
the  subject  of  a  public  Investigation  and 
hearing  to  determine  whether  they  are 
unjust,  unreasonable,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful,  under  section  18(a)  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916  or  sections  3  and  4  of  the 
Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  sections  18(a)  and  22 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as  amended 
and  sections  3  and  4  of  the  Intercoastal 
Shipping  Act,  1933,  as  amended,  an  in¬ 
vestigation  is  hereby  ordered  into  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  rate  increases 
of  Household  Goods  Carriers  Bureau  for 
the  purpose  of  making  such  findings  and 
orders  as  the  facts  and  circumstances 
warrant.  In  the  event  that  the  tariff  mat¬ 
ter  hereby  placed  under  investigation  is 
further  changed,  amended,  or  reissued, 
such  changes  are  hereby  ordered  to  be 
made  part  of  this  investigation; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  the  Intercoastal  Shipping 
Act,  1933,  Supplement  No.  32  to  Domestic 
(Offshore)  Household  Goods  Maritime 
Tariff  No.  1,  FMC-F  No.  1,  is  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  to 
and  including  December  15,  1975,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  this  Commission; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  there  shall 
be  filed  immediately  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Household  Goods  Carriers  Bureau 
a  consecutively  numbered  supplement  to 
the  aforesaid  tariff  which  supplement 
shall  bear  no  effective  date,  shall  fully 
reproduce  this  order  and  shall  state  that 
the  aforesaid  matter  is  suspended  and 
may  not  be  used  until  December  16, 1975, 
unless  otherwise  authorized  by  this  Com¬ 
mission  and  that  neither  the  suspended 
matter,  nor  the  matter  held  in  effect  as 
a  result  of  this  suspension  may  be 
changed  until  this  proceeding  has  been 
disposed  of  or  until  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  has  expired,  whichever  comes 
first,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  this 
Commission: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Household 
Goods  Curlers  Bureau  and  its  members 
be  named  as  respondent  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  assigned  for  public  hearing 
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before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  of 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judges  and  that  the  hearing 
be  held  at  a  date  and  place  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  but  in  any  event,  the  hearing 
6hall  commence  not  later  than  October 
14, 1975; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  (1)  a  copy 
of  this  order  be  forthwith  served  upon 
the  respondent  herein  and  upon  the 
Commission’s  Bureau  of  Hearing  Coun¬ 
sel,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  and  (2)  the  respondent  and  Hearing 
Counsel  be  duly  served  with  notice  of 
time  and  place  of  hearing. 


.  UNITED  KINGDOM/U.S.A.  GULF 
WESTBOUND  RATE  AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y„  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  September  8, 
1975.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 


All  persons  (including  individuals,  cor¬ 
porations,  associations,  firms,  partner¬ 
ships  and  public  bodies)  having  an  in¬ 
terest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring  to 
intervene  herein  should  notify  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission  promptly  "and 
file  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  Rule  5(1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (46  C.F.R.  502.72)  with  a  copy  to 
all  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 


If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Howard  A.  Levy.  Esquire,  Suite  727,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place,  New  York,  New  York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  8779-6,  among  the 
members  of  the  above  named  rate  agree¬ 
ment,  modifies  the  membership  require¬ 
ments  to  allow  mlnlbrldge  operators  serv¬ 
ing  the  trade  via  Joint  ocean-rail  service 
to  become  members. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  August  14.  1975. 

Francis  C.  Hotlney, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-21824  Filed  8-18-75; 8: 45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  P-499-A ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  WATER  AND  POWER  OF 
THE  CITY  OF  LOS  ANGELES,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Partial  Application  for 
Construction  Permits  and  for  Facility  Li¬ 
censes;  Time  for  Submission  of  Views 
on  Antitrust  Matters 

The  Department  of  Water  and  Power 
of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  the  State  of 
California  Department  of  Water  Re¬ 
sources,  the  City  of  Anaheim,  the  City 
of  Glendale,  the  City  of  Pasadena,  the 
City  of  Riverside,  the  Northern  Califor¬ 
nia  Power  Agency,  the  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  the  Southern 
California  Edison  Company,  pursuant  to 
Section  103  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  have  filed  one  part  of 
an  application,  which  was  docketed  on 
May  21,  1975,  in  connection  with  plans 
to  construct  and  operate  four  generating 
units  of  an  undetermined  type,  each  with 
a  net  electrical  output  of  approximately 
1170  megawatts.  The  proposed  facilities, 
designated  as  the  San  Joaquin  Nuclear 
Project,  are  to  be  located  near  Wasco, 
approximately  33  miles  northwest  of 
Bakersfield,  in  Kern  County,  California. 
The  portion  of  the  application  filed  con¬ 
tains  the  Information  requested  by  the 
Attorney  General  for  the  purpose  of  an 
antitrust  review  of  the  application  as  set 
forth  in  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  L. 

Pursuant  to  S  2.101  of  Part  2,  the  re¬ 
maining  portion  of  the  application  con¬ 
sisting  of  an  Environmental  Report  is 
expected  to  be  filed  in  August  1976,  and 
the  Preliminary  Safety  Analysis  Report 
in  December  1976.  Upon  receipt  of  the 
portions  of  the  application  dealing  with 
environmental  and  radiological  health 
and  safety  matters,  separate  notices  of 
receipt  will  be  published,  by  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the  Commis¬ 
sion),  Including  an  appropriate  notice 
of  hearing. 

A  copy  of  the  partial  application  is 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555;  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Inspection  and  Enforcement,  Re¬ 
gion  V,  1990  N.  California  Boulevard, 
Walnut  Creek,  California  94596;  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Records  Center,  Reading  Room,  4747 
Eastern  Avenue,  Bell,  California  90201; 
and  the  Kern  County  Library,  1315 
Truxtun  Avenue,  Bakersfield,  California 
93301.  Docket  No.  P-499-A  has  been  as¬ 
signed  to  the  application  and  it  should 
be  referenced  in  any  correspondence  re¬ 
lating  to  it. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  the  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Chief,  Office  of  Anti¬ 
trust  and  Indemnity,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before  Au¬ 
gust  12, 1975. 


[seal! 


Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 


Between— 


Los  Angeles  or  San  Francisco. 

M'anvL . 


Baltimore,  Jacksonville,  Mobile, 
New  Orleans,  Nsw  York,  Port 
Newark,  or  Elisabeth. 

Baltimore  Jacksonville,  Mobile, 
New  Orleans,  New  York,  Newark, 
Elisabeth,  or  Miami 

Baltimore,  New  York,  or  Norfolk _ 

New  York  or  Norfolk . 

Ben  Juan . 


And— 

Present 1 

rate 

Proposed 
rate,* 
effective 
Aug.  16, 1975 

Percent 

Anchorage- _ _  _ 

Annette  Is  land . . . . 

$19  V) 

$24.40 

+25.1 

22. 00 

33.75 

+53.4 

Cordova _  _ 

23.00 

34.10 

+48.3 

Haines _ _  _ 

34.30 

31.30 

-9.6 

Juneau . . . 

20.55 

25. 50 

+24.1 

Ketchikan _ _ _ 

20.55 

25.45 

+23.  8 

Kodiak . . 

22.30 

27.10 

+21.6 

Petersburg . . . 

20.50 

28.10 

+37.1 

Sitka _ _ _ _ 

23.05 

24.90 

+8.0 

Skagway . . . . 

34.30 

31.30 

-9.6 

Wrangell . . 

20.50 

28.10 

+37.1 

Apra,  Guam . . . 

Charlotte  Amalie  or  Christians  ted, 
V.I. 

44  50 

54. 65 

+17.6 

22.80 

37.00 

+62.3 

. do . . . 

24.76 

35.00 

+41.4 

San  Juan.. . . 

15.00 

28. 15 

+87.7 

Honolulu.. . . . . 

24.50 

43  60 

+78.0 

Hilo,  Kauai,  or  Kahulai _ _ 

28  00 

49.20 

+75.7 

Charlotte  Amalie  or  Christians  ted, 

V.L 

18.00 

20.30 

+12.8 

Kates  are  per  100  lbe. 


[FR  Doc.75-21825  Filed  8-18-75:8:48  ami 
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Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
5th  day  of  June  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission. 

John  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  No.  2-1,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

[PR  Doc. 76-1 5287  Filed  6-12-76;8:45  am] 


RENEGOTIATION  BOARD 

PERSONS  HOLDING  PRIME  CONTRACTS 
OR  SUBCONTRACTS  FOR  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  BY  WATER  AS  COMMON  CAR¬ 
RIER 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Financial 
Statements  Under  the  Renegotiation  Act 
of  1951 

Every  person  who  held  a  prime  con¬ 
tract  or  subcontract  for  transportation 
by  water  as  a  common  carrier  at  any 
time  during  the  calendar  year  1974  Is 
hereby  granted  an  extension  of  time  un¬ 
til  November  1,  1975  for  filing  a  finan¬ 
cial  statement  for  such  year  pursuant  to 
section  105(e)  of  the  Renegotiation  Act 
of  1951,  as  amended. 

Dated:  August  14, 1975. 

R.  C.  Holmquist, 
Chairman. 

[PR  Doc.75-21805  Piled  8-18-75; 8: 46  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  IMPLE¬ 
MENTATION  OF  A  CENTRAL  MARKET 

SYSTEM 

Notice  of  Meeting 

This  is  to  give  notice  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  10(a).  that 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  a  Central  Market  System  will 
conduct  open  meetings  on  September  11 
and  12, 1975  at  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  Room  776,  be¬ 
ginning  at  8:30  AM. 

The  summarized  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  as  follows: 

1.  Discussion  of  Supplementary  Comments 
on  tbe  Recommendations  set  forth  In  the 
Summary  Report  of  July  17,  1675. 

X.  Presentation  of  the  Supplementary  Com¬ 
ments  to  the  Commission. 

8.  Dissolution  of  the  Committee. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  Andrew  P.  Steffan,  Director  of 
Economic  and  Policy  Research,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549. 

[seal]  Shirlet  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

August  13,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-21701  Filed  8-18-75:8:46  am] 


[Pile  No.  500-1] 

ALLIED  GENERAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

August  13, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Allied  General,  Inc.  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12 (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  2:00  p.m. 
(e.d.t.)  on  August  13,  1975  through  mid¬ 
night  (e.d.t.)  August  22,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lseal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21810  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[812-3834] 

JOHN  HANCOCK  INVESTORS,  INC.  AND 
JOHN  HANCOCK  MUTUAL  LIFE  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

August  12, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  John  Han¬ 
cock  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
(“Hancock”),  a  mutual  life  insurance 
company  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  and 
John  Hancock  Investors,  Inc.  (“In¬ 
vestors”),  200  Berkeley  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02117,  a  closed-end  in¬ 
vestment  company  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the 
“Act”)  (hereinafter  collectively  referred 
to  as  “Applicants”) ,  have  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  on  July  7, 1975  and  an  amendment 
thereto  on  August  7,  1975  pursuant  to 
Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l 
thereunder  for  an  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  permitting  Applicants  to  engage  in 
the  transactions  described  below.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  therein  which  are  summarized 
below. 

Hancock’s  wholly-owned  subsidiary, 
John  Hancock  Advisers,  Inc  ("Advis¬ 
ers”)  is  the  Investment  adviser  of  In¬ 
vestors.  Hancock  wishes  to  purchase  in 
a  private  placement  transaction  $7,000,- 
000  principal  amount  (out  of  a  total  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $25,000,000)  of  a  new 
issue  of  10%%  Senior  Notes  due  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1990  (the  “New  Notes”)  of  the 
Gates  Rubber  Company  (“Gates”).  In¬ 
vestors  presently  holds  $5,000,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  (out  of  a  total  principal 
amount  of  $30,000,000)  of  9%%  Senior 
Notes  due  February  28,  1986  (the  “Old 
Notes”)  of  Gates,  purchased  in  a  pri¬ 
vate  placement  transaction  on  March  31, 


1971.  The  Old  Notes  and  the  New  Notes 
constitute  general  unsecured  obligations 
of  Gates,  and  rank  as  to  each  other 
pari  passer.  Being  senior  obligations  of 
Gates,  neither  the  Old  Notes  nor  the  New 
Notes  are  subordinated  to  any  other  gen¬ 
eral  unsecured  obligations  of  Gates. 

Investors  has  a  fundamental  invest¬ 
ment  bolicy  not  to  invest  more  than  5% 
of  its  total  assets  taken  at  market  value 
at  the  time  of  purchase  in  the  securities 
of  any  one  issuer,  other  than  the  U.S. 
government  and  its  agencies  and  instru¬ 
mentalities,  and  the  $5,000,000  of  Old 
Notes  which  it  presently  holds  constitutes 
4.4%  of  its  total  assets.  Applicants  also 
assert  that  Investors  declined  to  pur¬ 
chase  any  New  Notes  because  any  addi¬ 
tional  purchase  of  Gates  securities  would 
not  comply  with  Investors’  operating 
rules  of  not  purchasing  any  issue  of  se¬ 
curities  unless  at  least  $1,000,000  of  such 
issue  may  be  purchased,  and  not  pur¬ 
chasing  more  than  $5,000,000  of  the  secu¬ 
rities  of  any  one  issuer. 

Gates  has  requested  that  all  of  the 
holders  of  the  Old  Notes  (i)  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  beginning  September  1975  and  run¬ 
ning  through  December  1976,  waive 
compliance  by  Gates  with  a  financial 
covenant  requiring  periodic  reductions  of 
certain  Indebtedness  of  Gates  (the  “Pay- 
down  Waiver”),  and  (ii)  for  the  period 
beginning  June  1975  and  running 
through  the  earlier  of  (a)  March  31, 1976 
or  (b)  the  final  closing  of  the  issue  and 
sale  of  the  New  Notes,  waive  compliance 
by  Gates  with  a  financial  covenant  re¬ 
quiring  Gates’  current  assets  to  equal  at 
least  175%  of  its  current  liabilities  (the 
“Current  Ratio  Waiver”)  (hereinafter 
collectively  referred  to  as  the  “Waivers”) . 
Applicants  assert  that  Gates  presently 
anticipates  that  it  will  be  unable  to  meet 
the  paydown  requirement  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  unable  to  meet  the  paydown 
requirement  in  the  remainder  of  1975 
and  all  of  1976. 

Investors  and  the  other  holders  of  the 
Old  Notes  are  negotiating  with  Gates 
whether.  In  return  for  the  granting  of 
the  Waivers,  Gates  will  agree  (1)  to 
make  certain  amendments  (the  "Amend¬ 
ments”)  ,  as  described  In  the  Application, 
to  the  financial  convenants  applicable 
to  the  Old  Notes  to  conform  such  cove¬ 
nants  to  the  financial  covenants  proposed 
to  be  applicable  to  the  New  Notes,  and 
(2)  to  give  up  its  option  (the  “Prepay¬ 
ment  Option”)  with  respect  to  the  Old 
Notes  to  make  optional  prepayments  of 
principal,  without  premium.  In  addition 
to  the  required  prepayments.  The  officers 
of  Investors  have  concluded  that  if  other 
holders  of  the  Old  Notes  outstanding 
owning  a  majority  in  principal  amount 
thereof  agree  to  grant  the  Waivers  with¬ 
out  requiring  the  elimination  of  the  Pre¬ 
payment  Option,  Investors  should  taka 
similar  action.  In  such  circumstances, 
the  two-thirds  approval  necessary  to 
make  the  Waivers  effective  would  be  ob¬ 
tained.  Hie  officers  of  Investors  have  fur- 
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ther  determined,  however,  that  Investors 
should  continue  to  condition  granting 
the  Waivers  upon  effectuation  of  the 
Amendments.  Regardless  of  any  condi¬ 
tions  imposed  by  Investors  in  connection 
with  granting  the  Waivers,  the  Waivers 
will  become  effective,  and  binding  upon 
Investors,  if  approved  by  other  holders 
of  the  Old  Notes  outstanding  owning 
66%%  in  principal  amount  of  the  Old 
Notes  outstanding. 

Under  Section  17(d)  of  the  Act,  and 
Rule  17d-l  thereunder,  an  affiliated  per¬ 
son  of  a  registered  investment  company 
or  an  affiliated  person  of  such  an  affil¬ 
iated  person  may  not  effect  any  transac¬ 
tion  in  whioh  such  investment  company 
is  a  joint  participant  without  the  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Commission.  In  passing 
upon  applications  for  orders  granting 
such  permission,  the  Commission  is  re¬ 
quired  to  consider  whether  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  the  Investment  company  in  such 
joint  enterprise  or  arrangement  on  the 
basis  proposed  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions,  policies,  and  purposes  of  the  Act 
and  the  extent  to  which  such  participa¬ 
tion  is  on  a  basis  different  from,  or 
less  advantageous  than,  that  of  other 
participants. 

The  proposed  purchase  of  New  Notes 
by  Hancock,  an  affiliated  person  of  an 
affiliated  person  of  Investors,  could  con¬ 
stitute  a  joint  transaction  with  Investors 
due  to  the  continuing  ownership  by  In¬ 
vestors  of  the  Old  Notes  as  well  as  the 
granting  of  the  Waivers  under  and  the 
approval  of  the  Amendments  to  the  Old 
Note  Agreement  by  Investors. 

Applicants  represent  that  the  officers 
of  Investors  have  determined  that,  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  effectuation  of  the  amend¬ 
ments,  granting  Waivers  is  in  the  best 
interests  of  Investors,  since  neither  the 
Waivers  nor  the  Amendments  are  ma¬ 
terially  adverse  to  Investors  and  the 
amended  financial  covenants  will  be  more 
stringent  than  those  presently  applicable 
to  the  Old  Notes.  They  also  assert  that 
the  proposed  sale  of  the  New  Notes  to 
Hancock  and  other  institutional  inves¬ 
tors  will  benefit  Investors  by  strengthen¬ 
ing  the  financial  position  of  Gates.  The 
granting  of  the  Waivers  and,  if  agreed 
to  by  Gates,  the  approval  of  the  Amend¬ 
ments  by  Investors  will  not  actually  be 
made  until  they  have  been  approved  by 
Investors’  Board  erf  Directors,  including 
a  majority  of  those  directors  who  are 
not  “interested  persons”  of  Investors  or 
Advisers. 

Applicants  submit  that  the  carrying 
out  of  the  proposed  transactions  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions,  policies,  and 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  is  not  disadvan¬ 
tageous  to  Investors.  Accordingly,  Ap¬ 
plicants  request  an  order  pursuant  to 
Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l 
thereunder  permitting  Hancock  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  New  Notes  and  Investors  to 
grant  the  requested  waivers  and  approve 
the  requested  amendments. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1975,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  In  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 


Interest,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  Issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
shall  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mall  (air  mall  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
Applicants  at  the  address  set  forth  above. 
Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in 
the  case  of  an  attorney-at-law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  shall  be  filed  contemporaneously 
with  the  request.  As  provided  by  Rule 
0-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  will  be  issued 
as  of  course  following  September  8,  1975, 
unless  the  Commission  thereafter  orders 
a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponement  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Shirlet  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21702  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[File  No.  600-11 

MAIN  UNE  FLEETS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

August  13, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  and  debentures  of  Main  Line 
Fleets,  Inc.  being  traded  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
Is  required  in  the  public  Interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  Investors ; 

THEREFORE,  pursuant  to  Section  12 
(k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  Is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
2:00  p.m.  (EDT)  on  August  13,  1975 
through  midnight  (EDT)  August  22, 
1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75  21812  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  11586;  File  No.  SRr-12] 

NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OF  SECURITIES 
DEALERS,  INC.  AND  NATIONAL  CLEAR¬ 
ING  CORP. 

Proposed  Procedures 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that  the 
National  Association  of  Securities  Deal¬ 
ers,  Inc.  (the  “NASD”)  has  filed,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  pro¬ 


cedures,  reports  and  forms  (the  “Pro¬ 
cedures”)  of  the  National  Clearing 
Corporation  (“NCC”)  relating  to  the 
implementation  of  a  depository  interface 
between  NCC  and  the  TAD  Depository 
Corporation  (“TAD”)  and  has  requested 
the  Commission  to  issue  an  order,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the  Act, 
determining  that,  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graphs  (g)  of  Rules  8c-l  (8  240.8C-1) 
and  15c2-l  (§  240.15c2-l)  under  the  Act, 
the  Procedures  are  adequate  for^he  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors. 

1.  The  Procedures 

Pursuant  to  the  Procedures,  NCC 
members  with  free  positions  will  be  able 
to  make  deliveries  of  securities  eligible 
for  deposit  both  in  NCC  free  positions 
and  in  TAD  participant  accounts  ("dual¬ 
ly  eligible  securities”),  either  against 
payment  of  an  assigned  dollar  value 
(“valued”)  or  without  assigned  dollar 
value  (“free”),  from  the  members’  free 
accounts  to  the  members’  TAD  partici¬ 
pant  accounts  or  to  the  TAD  participant 
accounts  of  other  TAD  participants. 
Members  with  NCC  free  positions  and 
TAD  participant  accounts  (“dual  par¬ 
ticipants”)  will  be  able  to  make  deliveries 
of  dually  eligible  securities  from  the 
members’  TAD  participant  accounts  to 
NCC  to  satisfy  delivery  obligations 
(“short  valued  positions”)  in  NCC’s 
continuous  net  settlement  (“CNS”)  sys¬ 
tem  and  to  receive  in  the  members’  TAD 
participant  accounts  dually  eligible  se¬ 
curities  due  to  members  (“long  valued 
positions”)  from  NCC’s  CNS  system. 
Both  deliveries  from  TAD  participant 
accounts  to,  and  deliveries  to  TAD  par¬ 
ticipants’  accounts  from,  NCC’s  CNS 
system  would  be  effected  either  auto¬ 
matically  (“automatic  delivery")  or 
through  specific  instructions  which 
would  be  required  to  be  submitted  man¬ 
ually  prior  to  each  settlement  day  in 
NCC’s  CNS  system  ("manually  initiated 
deliveries”) . 

Under  the  Procedures,  TAD  partici¬ 
pants  wishing  to  make  valued  deliveries, 
either  to  other  TAD  participants  or. 
through  the  Interface,  to  NCC  members, 
will  be  required  to  belong  to  NCC’s  En¬ 
velope  Settlement  System  (“ESS”)  and 
will  be  required  to  make  money  settle¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  such  valued  deliv¬ 
eries  through  ESS.  NCC  members  will 
make  money  settlements  In  NCC’s  CNS 
system  with  respect  to  deliveries,  through 
the  interface,  both  to  TAD  participants 
and  between  NCC  members’  TAD  par¬ 
ticipants  accounts  and  NCC’s  CNS  sys¬ 
tem.  In  the  case  of  deliveries,  through 
the  Interface,  between  NCC  members  and 
TAD  participants,  the  NCC  members 
will  make  money  settlement  in  NCC’s 
CNS  system  and  the  TAD  participants 
will  make  money  settlement  in  ESS. 
Through  participation  in  ESS,  and  as  the 
contra-side  of  CNS  money  settlement, 
NCC  will  make  the  offsetting  debits  and 
credits  necessary  to  effect  the  settlement. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the  Rules 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
Rules  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com- 
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mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549  on  or  before 
September  17,  1975.  Communications 
should  refer  to  Pile  No.  SR-12.  Hie 
Amendments  are,  and  all  comments  will 
be,  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Public  Reference  Room  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
DC. 

3.  Summary  Effectiveness  of  the  Pro¬ 
posed  Rules 

NCC  and  the  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  currently  have  a  fully  operational 
depository  interface  which  has  increased 
significantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  processed  through  NCC. 
Based  on  the  performance  of  this  inter¬ 
face  and  on  its  review  of  the  proposed 
NCC-TAD  interface,  the  Commission 
has  determined  that  implementation  of 
the  NCC-TAD  interface  will  Increase 
significantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  settled  through  NCC.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  Immediate  implementation  of  the 
NCC-TAD  interface  is  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  investors  and  for  the  safe¬ 
guarding  of  securities  and  funds. 

The  Commission  has  determind  that 
the  agreements,  safeguards  and  provi¬ 
sions  contained  in  the  Procedures 
enabling 

(i)  NCC  members  to  make  valued  or 
free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securi¬ 
ties  from  the  members’  free  accounts  to 
TAD  participants, 

(ii)  NCC  members  to  make  valued  or 
free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securi¬ 
ties  to  the  members’  TAD  participants 
accounts  or  to  the  TAD  participant  ac¬ 
counts  of  other  TAD  participants,  and 

(ill)  dual  participants  to  make  manu¬ 
ally  Initiated  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities  to  NCC  to  satisfy  short  valued 
positions  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  and  to 
receive  manually  initiated  deliveries  and 
automatic  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities,  representing  long  valued  po¬ 
sitions,  from  NCC’s  CNS  system 

are  deemed  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  (1), 
pursuant  to  section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the 
Act,  that  the  Procedures  relating  to  the 
Implementation  of  the  depository  inter¬ 
face  between  NCC  and  TAD,  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  July  22,  1975,  be  put 
into  effect  summarily,  effective  July  31, 
1975,  until  such  time  as  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act, 
either  approves  the  Procedures  or  in¬ 
stitutes  proceedings  to  determine 
disapproved  and  (2)  that  the  Procedures 
be  deemed  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

By  the  Commission, 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary . 

August  12,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21817  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  600-1] 

IOTA  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Suspension  of  Trading 

August  13,  1975. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Iota  Industries,  Inc.  being  traded 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  is  required  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

THEREFORE,  pursuant  to  Section  12 
(k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  2:00  pm. 
(EDT)  on  August  13,  1975  through  mid¬ 
night  (EDT)  August  22,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21811  Filed  8-18-76;8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  11588] 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

AND  TAD  DEPOSITORY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Proposed  Rule  Changes 

August  12, 1975. 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that  the 
Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  120  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60603, 
(the  “Exchange”)  has  filed,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  new  rules  (the 
“Rules”)  of  the  TAD  Depository  Corpo¬ 
ration,  2  Broadway,  New  York,  New  York 
10004,  (“TAD”)  relating  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  a  depository  interface  be¬ 
tween  TAD  and  National  Clearing  Cor¬ 
poration  (“NCC”)  and  has  requested  the 
Commission  to  issue  an  order,  pursuant 
to  Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the  Act,  deter¬ 
mining  that,  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (g) 
of  Rules  8c-l  and  15c2-l  under  the  Act, 
the  Rules  are  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

1.  The  Rules 

Pursuant  to  the  Rules,  TAD  will  enable 
its  participants  to  make  deliveries  of 
securities,  either  against  payment  of  an 
assigned  dollar  value  (“valued”)  or  with¬ 
out  assigned  dollar  value  (“free”),  to 
other  TAD  participants  and  to  make 
valued  or  free  deliveries  of  securities  eli¬ 
gible  for  deposit  both  in  TAD  and  in 
NCC  free  positions  (“dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities”)  to  the  free  accounts  of  NCC 
members.  NCC  participants  will  be  able 
to  make  valued  or  free  deliveries  of 
dually  eligible  securities  to  the  partici¬ 
pants’  TAD  participant  accounts  or  to 
the  TAD  participant  accounts  of  other 
TAD  participants.  Participants  with  NCC 
free  positions  and  TAD  participant  ac¬ 
counts  (“dual  participants”)  will  be  able 
to  make  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities  from  the  participants’  TAD  partici¬ 
pant  accounts  to  NCC  to  satisfy  delivery 
obligations  (“short  valued  positions”)  In 
NCC’s  continuous  net  settlement 
(“CNS”)  system  and  to  receive  in  the 


participants’  TAD  participant  accounts 
dually  eligible  securities  due  to  partici¬ 
pants  (“long  valued  positions”)  from 
NCC’s  CNS  system.  Both  deliveries  from 
TAD  participant  accounts  to,  and  deliv¬ 
eries  to  TAD  participants’  accounts  from, 
NCC’s  CNS  system  would  be  effected 
either  automatically  (“automatic  deliv¬ 
ery”)  or  through  specific  instructions 
which  would  be  required  to  be  submitted 
manually  prior  to  each  settlement  day 
in  NCC’s  CNS  system  (“manually  initi¬ 
ated  deliveries”) . 

Under  the  Rules,  TAD  participants 
wishing  to  make  valued  deliveries  either 
to  other  TAD  participants  or,  through 
the  interface,  to  NCC  members,  will  be 
required  to  belong  to  NCC’s  Envelope 
Settlement  System  (“ESS”)  and  will  be 
required  to  make  money  settlement  with 
respect  to  such  valued  deliveries  through 
ESS.  NCC  members  will  make  money 
settlements  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  with 
respect  to  deliveries,  through  the  inter¬ 
face,  both  to  TAD  participants  and  be¬ 
tween  NCC  members’  TAD  participant 
accounts  and  NCC’s  CNS  system.  In  the 
case  of  deliveries,  through  the  interface, 
between  NCC  members  and  TAD  partici¬ 
pants,  the  NCC  members  will  make 
money  settlement  in  NCC’s  CNS  system 
and  the  TAD  participants  will  make 
money  settlement  in  ESS.  Through  par¬ 
ticipation  in  ESS,  and  as  the  contra- 
side  of  CNS  money  settlement,  NCC  will 
make  the  offsetting  debits  and  credits 
necessary  to  effect  the  settlement. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Rules 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
Rules  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20549  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1975.  Communications  should  re¬ 
fer  to  File  No.  SR-10.  The  Amendments 
are,  and  all  comments  will  be,  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  of  the  Commission  at  1100 
L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

3.  Summary  Effectiveness  of  the  Pro¬ 
posed  Rules 

NCC  and  the  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  currently  have  a  fully  operational 
depository  interface  which  has  increased 
significantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  processed  through  NCC. 
Based  on  the  performance  of  this  inter¬ 
face  and  on  its  review  of  the  proposed 
NCC-TAD  Interface,  the  Commission  has 
determined  that  implementation  of  the 
NCC-TAD  interface  will  increase  signifi¬ 
cantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of  clear¬ 
ing  and  settlement  for  securities  trans¬ 
actions  settled  through  NCC.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
immediate  Implementation  of  the  NCC- 
TAD  interface  is  necessary  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  Investors  and  for  the  safe¬ 
guarding  of  securities  and  funds. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  agreements,  safeguards  and  provi¬ 
sions  contained  in  the  Rules  enabling 
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(i)  TAD  participants  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  securities  to  other 
TAD  participants  and  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securi¬ 
ties  to  the  free  accounts  of  NCC  members, 

(ii)  NCC  participants  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securi¬ 
ties  to  the  participants’  TAD  participant 
accounts  or  to  the  TAD  participant  ac¬ 
counts  of  other  TAD  participants,  and 

(iii)  dual  participants  to  make  manu¬ 
ally  initiated  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities  to  NCC  to  satisfy  short  valued 
positions  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  and  to 
receive  manually  initiated  deliveries  and 
automatic  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities,  representing  long  valued  posi¬ 
tions,  from  NCC’s  CNS  system 

are  deemed  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  (1), 
pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)(B)  of  the 
Act,  that  the  Rules  relating  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  depository  interface 
between  NCC  and  TAD,  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  July  22,  1975,  be  put  into 
effect  summarily,  effective  July  31,  1975, 
until  such  time  as  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  Jto  Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act, 
either  approves  the  Rules  or  institutes 
proceedings  to  determine  whether  such 
Rules  should  be  disapproved  and  (2)  that 
the  Rules  be  deemed  adequate  for  the 
protection  of  investors. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21813  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


I  File  No a.  3-288  and  3-4708;  70-4306,  54-252] 

NORTHEAST  UTILITIES  ET  AL. 

Order  for  Hearing  on  Proposal  To  Sell  Gas 
Properties  and  Consolidation  With  a 
Prior  Proceeding  With  Respect  to  Such 
Properties;  Denial  of  Motions  To  Dismiss 
or  To  Defer  Hearing;  Dismissal  of  a 
Party 

August  13, 1975. 

The  Connecticut  Light  and  Power 
Company  (“CL&P”)  and  The  Hartford 
Electric  Light  Company  (“HELCO’’), 
electric  utility  subsidiaries  of  Northeast 
Utilities  (“Northeast”),  a  registered 
holding  company,  and  The  Connecticut 
Gas  Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut 
06101  (“Conn  Gas”),  a  wholly  owned, 
small  pipeline  subsidiary  of  CL&P,  have 
filed  with  this  Commission  a  plan  in  the 
form  of  a  joint  declaration  pursuant  to 
Section  11(e)  and  other  provisions  of 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  (“Act”).  A  notice. summarizing 
the  proposal  was  issued  on  March  19, 1975 
(HCAR  No.  18874). 

CL&P  and  HELCO  propose  to  sell  their 
gas  utility  properties,  including  the  as¬ 
sets  of  Conn  Gas,  to  the  Connecticut 
Natural  Gas  Corporation  (“CNG”) ,  a  gas 
utility  company  in  Connecticut,  and  to 
the  Town  of  Wallingford,  Connecticut 
(“Wallingford”).  The  purchasers  are 
two  of  several  interested  purchasers 
which  submitted  bids  to  acquire  all  or  a 
portion  of  the  gas  properties.  It  is  stated 
that  the  CNG  and  Wallingford  bids  were 


selected  as  the  most  favorable  to  CL&P 
and  HELCO.  The  sales  agreements  be¬ 
tween  CL&P  and  HELCO  and  CNG  pro¬ 
vide  that  CNG  will  purchase  all  of  the 
gas  properties  except  those  located  with¬ 
in  the  Wallingford  township  which  will 
be  acquired  by  Wallingford.  The  agree¬ 
ment  with  Wallingford  is  conditional 
upon  the  sale  of  the  remaining  proper¬ 
ties  to  CNG.  CNG  has  indicated  that  it 
is  willing  to  purchase  the  Wallingford 
properties  if,  for  specified  reasons,  Wal¬ 
lingford  is  unable  to  purchase  them. 
Thus,  authority  is  sought  for  the  alter¬ 
native  sale  of  these  properties  to  CNG. 

In  response  to  the  notice  of  filing,  sev¬ 
eral  petitions  for  intervention  and  re¬ 
quests  for  a  hearing  have  been  filed.  Two 
of  these  petitioners  are  the  City  of  Hart¬ 
ford  and  The  Consumer  Counsel  for  the 
Connecticut  Public  Utilities  Commission. 
Requests  for  a  hearing  and  in  opposition 
to  the  proposed  sale  have  also  been  filed 
by  Financial  Planning  Associates 
(“FPA”)  and  by  Southern  Connecticut 
Gas  Company  (“Southern”),  two  un¬ 
successful  bidders  for  the  properties.  Pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  in  any  hearing  that 
may  be  ordered  have  also  been  filed  by 
CNG  and  Wallingford. 

The  objections  relate  to  the  price, 
whether  competitive  conditions  have 
been  maintained  pursuant  to  Section 
12(d)  of  the  Act,  and  the  impact  of  the 
proposed  sale  upon  rates  to  consumers. 
CL&P  and  HELCO  have  filed  an  answer 
to  these  objections. 

All  who  oppose  the  sale  have  filed  mo¬ 
tions  to  defer  a  hearing  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  pending  a  decision  by  the  Connecticut 
commission  on  the  sale  or  transfer.  One 
of  them.  Southern,  also  requests  that 
the  application  before  this  Commission 
should  be  dismissed.  All  these  motions 
will  be  denied.  The  possibility  that  the 
State  commission  may  not  authorize  the 
sale  or  transfer  is  no  reason  to  postpone 
a  hearing  on  an  application  that  is 
properly  before  us. 

In  April  1966  we  approved  the  acqui¬ 
sition  by  Northeast  of  the  common  stock 
of  CL&P  and  HELCO,  but  such  approval 
was  expressly  limited  only  to  the  electric 
utility  properties  of  CL&P  and  HELCO. 
We  found  that  these  properties,  together 
with  the  electric  properties  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  owned  by  Northeast  through 
another  subsidiary,  constituted  a  single 
integrated  electric  system.  Northeast 
Utilities.  42  SEC  963,  968  (1966).  We  ex¬ 
plicitly  stated,  among  other  things,  that 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  gas  prop¬ 
erties  “.  .  .  may  remain  under  common 
control  within  the  proposed  holding- 
■company  system  of  Northeast  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  determination  in  future  proceed¬ 
ings  before  us.”  The  ownership  interest 
which  Northeast  then  acquired  in  the  gas 
properties  was  only  an  interim  and  tem¬ 
porary  acquisition. 

The  pending  proceeding  provides  an 
appropriate  occasion  for  us  to  answer 
definitively  the  questions  we  left  open 
in  1966.  We  shall  accordingly  reinstitute 
the  prior  proceeding  (File  No.  70-4306) 
and  consolidate  the  two  proceedings  for 
hearing. 


The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
of  the  Commission  has  advised  us  that 
it  has  made  a  preliminary  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  joint-declaration  and  that, 
upon  the  basis  thereof,  the  following 
matters  and  questions  are  presented  for 
consideration,  without  prejudice,  how¬ 
ever,  to  the  presentation  of  additional 
matters  and  questions  upon  further 
examination: 

(1)  Whether  the  proposed  sales  of  the 
gas  properties  by  CL&P  and  HELCO  are 
for  a  fair  and  reasonable  consideration; 

(2)  Whether  competitive  conditions  of 
the  bidding  were  properly  maintained; 

(3)  Whether  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  comply  with  the  applicable  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Act  in  other  respects; 
and 

(4)  Whether,  in  the  event  the  sale 
now  proposed  is  not  approved  or  con¬ 
summated,  the  common  ownership  of 
the  gas  and  electric  properties  in  the 
Northeast  system  should  be  ordered  ter¬ 
minated  by  another  form  of  sale  of  the 
gas  properties  or  in  some  other  manner 
that  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate 
under  the  Act. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
it  is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  in  the  interest  of  investors  and  con¬ 
sumers  that  a  public  hearing  be  held 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions;  that  the  prior  proceeding  be  re¬ 
instituted  to  resolve  definitively  issues 
regarding  the  ownership  within  the 
Northeast  system  of  the  CL&P  and 
HELCO  gas  properties;  that  common 
questions  of  law  and  fact  exist  in  these 
two  proceedings,  and  pursuant  to  Rule  10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
it  is  appropriate  that  these  proceedings 
be  consolidated;  that  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard;  and  that  the  pending  proposal 
should  not  be  authorized  or  approved 
except  pursuant  to  further  order  of  the 
Commission: 

IT  IS  ORDERED,  accordingly,  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  September  17,  1975, 
at  10  A.M.  in  Room  776  of  the  offices  of 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  to  be  designated  by  the  hearing 
room  clerk. 

IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that  the 
motions  to  dismiss  or  to  defer,  as  afore¬ 
said,  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  denied. 

IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that  the 
prior  proceeding,  as  aforesaid,  is  hereby 
reinstituted  and  the  same  hereby  is  con¬ 
solidated  for  hearing  with  the  pending 
proceeding. 

IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company, 
having  no  proprietary  or  other  interest 
in  the  gas  properties  of  CL&P  and 
HELCO  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  dismissed 
as  a  party  to  the  joint  declaration. 

IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that  ju¬ 
risdiction  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  reserved 
to  separate,  in  whole  or  in  part,  either 
for  hearing  or  for  disposition,  any  issues 
or  questions  which  may  arise  in  these 
proceedings  and  to  take  such  other 
action  as  may  appear  conducive  to  an 
orderly,  prompt,  and  economical  dispo¬ 
sition  of  the  matters  involved. 
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IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  hereafter  to 
be  designated,  shall  preside  at  said  hear¬ 
ing.  The  officer  so  designated  Is  hereby 
authorized  to  exercise  all  powers  granted 
to  the  Commission  under  Section  18(c) 
of  the  Act  and  to  the  hearing  officer 
under  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice. 

IT  IS  FURTHER  ORDERED  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve 
a  copy  of  this  order  by  certified  mail 
upon  Northeast,  upon  the  applicants 
herein,  and  upon  those  who  have  filed 
petitions  for  interventions  or  requests 
for  a  hearing.  Notification  to  all  other 
Interested  persons  shall  be  given  by  the 
general  release  of  the  Commission  and 
by  publication  of  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21814  Filed  8-18-75; 8:45  am] 


[Rel.No.  11587] 

PBW  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC.,  AND 
TAD  DEPOSITORY  CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Proposed  Rule  Changes 

August  12,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  PBW 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.,  17  Street  and 
Stock  Exchange  Place,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19103,  (the  "Exchange’’) 
has  filed,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  new  rules  (the  “Rules”)  of 
the  TAD  Depository  Corporation,  2 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10004, 
(“TAD”)  relating  to  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  a  depository  Interface  between 
TAD  and  National  Clearing  Corporation 
(“NCC”)  and  has  requested  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  issue  an  order,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the  Act,  deter¬ 
mining  that,  pursuant  to  paragraphs 
(g)  of  Rules  8c-l  and  15c2-l  under  the 
Act,  the  Rules  are  adequate  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors, 

1.  The  Rides 

Pursuant  to  the  Rules,  TAD  will  en¬ 
able  its  participants  to  make  deliveries 
of  securities,  either  against  payment  of 
an  assigned  dollar  value  ("valued”)  or 
without  assigned  dollar  value  (“free”), 
to  other  TAD  participants  and  to  make 
valued  or  free  deliveries  of  securities 
eligible  for  deposit  both  in  TAD  and  in 
NCC  free  positions  (“dually  eligible  se¬ 
curities”)  to  the  free  accounts  of  NCC 
members.  NCC  participants  will  be  able 
to  make  valued  or  free  deliveries  of  du¬ 
ally  eligible  securities  to  the  participants’ 
TAD  participant  accounts  or  to  the  TAD 
participant  accounts  of  other  TAD  par¬ 
ticipants.  Participants  with  NCC  free  po¬ 
sitions  and  TAD  participant  accounts 
(“dual  participants”)  will  be  able  to 
make  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securi¬ 
ties  from  the  participants’  TAD  partici¬ 
pant  accounts  to  NCC  to  satisfy  delivery 
obligations  (“short  valued  positions”)  In 
NCC’s  continuous  net  settlement 
(“CNS”)  system  and  to  receive  in  the 
participants’  TAD  participant  accounts 


dually  eligible  securities  due  to  partici¬ 
pants  (“long  valued  positions”)  from 
NCC’s  CNS  system.  Both  deliveries  from 
TAD  participant  accounts  to,  and  de¬ 
liveries  to  TAD  participants’  accounts 
from,  NCC’s  CNS  system  would  be  ef¬ 
fected  either  automatically  (“automatic 
delivery”)  or  through  specific  instruc¬ 
tions  which  would  be  required  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  manually  prior  to  each  settlement 
day  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  (“manually 
initiated  deliveries”). 

Under  the  Rules,  TAD  participants 
wishing  to  make  valued  deliveries,  either 
to  other  TAD  participants  or,  through 
the  interface,  to  NCC  members,  will  be 
required  to  belong  to  NCC’s  Envelope 
Settlement  System  (“ESS”)  and  will  be 
required  to  make  money  settlement  with 
respect  to  such  valued  deliveries  through 
ESS.  NCC  members  will  make  money 
settlements  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  with 
respect  to  deliveries,  through  the  inter¬ 
face,  both  to  TAD  participants  and  be¬ 
tween  NCC  members’  TAD  participant 
accounts  and  NCC’s  CNS  system.  In  the 
case  of  deliveries,  through  the  interface, 
between  NCC  members  and  TAD  partici¬ 
pants,  the  NCC  members  will  make 
money  settlement  in  NCC’s  CNS  system 
and  the  TAD  participants  will  make 
money  settlement  in  ESS.  Through  par¬ 
ticipation  in  ESS.  and  as  the  contra- 
side  of  CNS  money  settlement,  NCC  will 
make  the  offsetting  debits  and  credits 
necessary  to  effect  the  settlement. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Rides 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
Rules  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1975.  Communications  should  re¬ 
fer  to  File  No.  SRr-11.  The  Amendments 
are,  and  all  comments  will  be,  available 
for  public  Inspection  at  the  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room  of  the  Commission  at  1100 
L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

3.  Summary  Effectiveness  of  the  Pro¬ 
posed  Rules 

NCC  and  the  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  currently  have  a  fully  operational 
depository  Interface  which  has  Increased 
significantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  processed  through  NCC. 
Based  on  the  performance  of  this  Inter¬ 
face  and  on  Its  review  of  the  proposed 
NCC-TAD  Interface,  the  Commission  has 
determined  that  Implementation  of  the 
NCC-TAD  Interface  will  Increase  signifi¬ 
cantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of  clear¬ 
ing  and  settlement  for  securities  trans¬ 
actions  settled  through  NCC.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  It  appears  to  the  Commission  that 
Immediate  implementation  of  the  NCC- 
TAD  Interface  Is  necessary  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors  and  for  the  safe¬ 
guarding  of  securities  and  funds. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  agreements,  safeguards  and  provi¬ 
sions  contained  in  the  Rules  enabling 

(i)  TAD  participants  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  securities  to  other 
TAD  participants  and  to  make  valued  or 
free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  securities 
to  the  free  accounts  of  NCC  members, 


(11)  NCC  participants  to  make  valued  ; 
or  free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  secu-  ; 
rlties  to  the  participants’  TAD  partici¬ 
pant  accounts  or  to  the  TAD  participant 
accounts  of  other  TAD  participants,  and 

(ill)  dual  participants  to  make  manu¬ 
ally  initiated  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities  to  NCC  to  satisfy  short  valued  ; 
positions  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  and  to  re¬ 
ceive  manually  initiated  deliveries  and 
automatic  deliveries  of  dually  eligible 
securities,  representing  long  valued  posi¬ 
tions,  from  NCC’s  CNS  system 

are  deemed  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  (1) , 
pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the 
Act,  that  the  Rules  relating  to  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  depository  Interface 
between  NCC  and  TAD,  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  July  22,  1975,  be  put  into 
effect  summarily,  effective  July  31,  1975, 
until  such  time  as  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  1 
either  approves  the  Rules  or  Institutes  ! 
proceedings  to  determine  whether  such  1 
Rules  should  be  disapproved  and  (2)  that 
the  Rules  be  deemed  adequate  for  the 
protection  of  investors. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21815  FUed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


BOSTON,  MIDWEST,  AND  PBW  STOCK 
EXCHANGES 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Rules 

NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that  the 
Boston  Stock  Exchange  [Release  No. 
34-11589;  File  No.  SR-91,  the  Midwest 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  [Release  No.  34- 
11588;  File  No.  SR- 10],  and  the  PBW 
Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  [Release  No.  34- 
11587;  File  No.  SR-111  (the  “Ex¬ 
changes”)  have  filed,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  19(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  new  rules  (the 
“Rules”)  of  the  TAD  Depository  Corpo¬ 
ration  (“TAD”)  relating  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  a  depository  interface  be¬ 
tween  TAD  and  National  Clearing  Cor¬ 
poration  (“NCC”)  and  have  requested 
the  Commission  to  issue  orders,  pursuant 
to  Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the  Act,  deter¬ 
mining  that,  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (g) 
of  Rules  8c-l  (17  CFR  240.8C-1)  and 
15c2-l  <17  CFR  2 40. 15c 2—1)  under  the 
Act,  the  Rules  are  adequate  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors. 

1.  The  Rules 

Pursuant  to  the  Rules,  TAD  will  en¬ 
able  its  participants  to  make  deliveries 
of  securities,  either  against  payment  of 
an  assigned  dollar  value  (“valued”)  or 
without  assigned  dollar  value  (“free”), 
to  other  TAD  participants  and  to  make 
valued  or  free  deliveries  of  securities 
eligible  for  deposit  both  in  TAD  and  in 
NCC  free  positions  (“dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities”)  to  the  free  acounts  of  NCC  mem¬ 
bers.  NCC  participants  will  be  able  to 
make  valued  or  free  deliveries  of  dually 
eligible  securities  to  the  participants’ 
TAD  participant  accounts  or  to  the  TAD 
participant  accounts  of  other  TAD  par- 
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ticipants.  Participants  with  NCC  free 
positions  and  TAD  participant  accounts 
(“dual  participants”)  will  be  able  to 
make  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities  from  the  participants’  TAD 
participant  accounts  to  NCC  to  satisfy 
delivery  obligations  ("short  valued  posi¬ 
tions”)  in  NCC’s  continuous  net  settle¬ 
ment  (“CNS”)  system  and  to  receive  in 
the  participants’  TAD  participant  ac¬ 
counts  dually  eligible  securities  due  to 
participants  (“long  valued  positions”) 
from  NCC’s  CNS  system.  Both  deliveries 
from  TAD  participant  accounts  to,  and 
deliveries  to  TAD  participants’  accounts 
from,  NCC’s  CNS  system  would  be  ef¬ 
fected  either  automatically  (“automatic 
delivery”)  or  through  specific  instruc¬ 
tions  which  would  be  required  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  manually  prior  to  each  settlement 
day  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  (“manually 
Initiated  deliveries”) . 

Under  the  Rules,  TAD  participants 
wishing  to  make  valued  deliveries,  either 
to  other  TAD  participants  or,  through 
the  interface,  to  NCC  members,  will  be 
required  to  belong  to  NCC’s  Envelope 
Settlement  System  (“ESS”)  and  will  be 
required  to  make  money  settlement  with 
respect  to  such  valued  deliveries  through 
ESS.  NCC  members  will  make  money 
settlements  in  NCC’s  CNS  system  with 
respect  to  deliveries,  through  the  inter¬ 
face,  both  to  TAD  participants  and  be¬ 
tween  NCC  members’  TAD  participant 
accounts  and  NCC’s  CNS  system.  In  the 
case  of  deliveries,  through  the  interface, 
between  NCC  members  and  TAD  par¬ 
ticipants,  the  NCC  members  will  make 
money  settlement  in  NCC’s  CNS  sys¬ 
tem  and  the  TAD  participants  will  make 
money  settlement  in  ESS.  Through  par¬ 
ticipation  in  ESS,  and  as  the  contra-side 
of  CNS  money  settlement,  NCC  will  make 
the  offsetting  debits  and  credits  neces¬ 
sary  to  effect  the  settlement. 

2.  Solicitation  of  Comments  on  the 
Rules. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
Rules  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20549,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1975.  Communications  should 
refer  to  the  above  file  numbers.  The 
Amendments  are,  and  all  comments  will 
be,  available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Public  Reference  Room  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

3.  Summary  Effectiveness  of  Proposed 
Rules 

NCC  and  the  Depository  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  currently  have  a  fully  operational 
depository  interface  which  has  increased 
significantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  processed  through  NCC. 
Based  on  the  performance  of  this  inter¬ 
face  and  on  its  review  of  the  proposed 
NCC-TAD  interface,  the  Commission  has 
determined  that  implementation  of  the 
NCC-TAD  interface  will  increase  sig¬ 
nificantly  the  safety  and  efficiency  of 
clearing  and  settlement  for  securities 
transactions  settled  through  NCC.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  appears  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  Immediate  Implementation  of 
the  NCC-TAD  interface  is  necessary  for 


the  protection  of  investors  and  for  the 
safeguarding  of  securities  and  funds. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  agreements,  safeguards  and  provi¬ 
sions  contained  in  the  Rules  enabling 

(i)  TAD  participants  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  securities  to  other 
TAD  participants  and  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities  to  the  free  accounts  of  NCC 
members; 

(ii)  NCC  participants  to  make  valued 
or  free  deliveries  of  dually  eligible  secu¬ 
rities  to  the  participants’  TAD  partici¬ 
pant  accounts  or  to  the  TAD  participant 
accounts  of  other  TAD  participants; 
and 

(iii)  Dual  participants  to  make  man¬ 
ually  initiated  deliveries  of  dually  eligi¬ 
ble  securities  to  NCC  to  satisfy  short 
valued  positions  in  NCC’s  CNS  system 
and  to  receive  manually  initiated  deliv¬ 
eries  and  automatic  deliveries  of  dually 
eligible  securities,  representing  long 
valued  positions,  from  NCC’s  CNS  system 
are  deemed  adequate  for  the  protection 
of  investors. 

IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  (1), 
pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (3)  (B)  of  the 
Act,  that  the  Rules  relating  to  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  the  depository  interface 
between  NCC  and  TAD,  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  July  22,  1975,  be  put  into 
effect  summarily,  effective  July  31,  1975, 
until  such  time  as  the  Commission,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act, 
either  approves  the  Rules  or  institutes 
proceedings  to  determine  whether  such 
Rules  should  be  disapproved  and  (2) 
that  the  Rules  be  deemed  adequate  for 
the  protection  of  investors. 

By  the  Commission, 

[seal]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

'  Assistant  Secretary. 

August  12,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-21816  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[License  No.  10/13-0022] 

ALASKA-PACIFIC  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Surrender  of  License  To  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Alaska- 
Pacific  Capital  Corporation,  425  G  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501,  has  completed 
the  requirements  for  surrender  of  its  Li¬ 
cense  No.  10/13-0022,  issued  on  Septem¬ 
ber  26, 1962. 

Alaska-Pacific  Capital  Corporation 
has  complied  with  all  conditions  set  forth 
by  SBA  for  surrender  of  its  license. 
Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested  by 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  and  pursuant  to  the 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder,  the 
surrender  of  Alaska-Pacific  Capital  Cor¬ 
poration  is  hereby  accepted  and  it  is  no 
longer  licensed  to  operate  as  a  small 
business  Investment  company. 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.75-21799  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 
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(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1170] 

CALIFORNIA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Butte  and  adjacent  counties  within  the 
State  of  California  constitute  a  disaster 
area  because  of  damage  resulting  from 
an  earthquake  and  aftershocks  on  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975,  and  continuing  intermit¬ 
tently.  Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organi¬ 
zations  may  file  applications  for  loans 
for  physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  October  10,  1975,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  May  11, 1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration — District  Of¬ 
fice,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue — Box  36044, 
Sam  Francisco,  California  94102. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated;  August  11, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-21717  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1168] 

CALIFORNIA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Imperial  and  adjacent  counties  within 
the  State  of  California  constitute  a  dis¬ 
aster  area  because  of  damage  resulting 
from  high  wind  and  flooding  during 
April  and  May  1975.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file  applica¬ 
tions  for  loans  for  physical  damage  until 
the  close  of  business  on  October  10, 1975, 
and  for  economic  injury  until  the  close 
of  business  on  May  11,  1976,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  110  West  C  Street,  Suit  705,  San  Diego, 
California  92101. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  August  11,  1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-21718  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 


CHARLOTTE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Charlotte  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:00  AM,  Fri¬ 
day,  September  26, 1975,  at  the  Winston- 
Salem  Hyatt  House,  300  West  Fifth 
Street,  Winston-Salem,  North  Carolina, 
to  discuss  such  business  as  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  by  members,  the  staff  of  the  Small 
Business  Administration,  and  others  at¬ 
tending.  For  further  information,  write 
or  call  G.  W.  Marschall,  230  South  Tryon 
Street,  Suite  700,  Charlotte,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  28202  (704)  372-0711. 

Dated:  August  12, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy, 
Small  Business  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-21795  Filed  8-18-75;8:45  am] 

19,  1975 


36184 


NOTICES 


[License  No.  05/05-0098] 

DOAN  RESOURCES  CORP. 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Conflict  of  Interest  Transaction 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Doan  Re¬ 
sources  Corporation  (Resources) ,  110 
East  Grove  Street,  Midland,  Michigan 
48640,  a  Federal  Licensee  under  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (Act) ,  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  §  107.1004  of  the  Regula¬ 
tions  governing  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  companies  (13  CFR  107.1004 
(1975) ) ,  for  an  exemption  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  conflict  of  interest  regula¬ 
tion. 

The  exemption,  if  granted,  will  permit 
Resources  to  provide  a  $60,000  financing 
to  Fitterer  Engineering  Associates,  Inc. 
(FEA) .  The  investment  will  consist  of  a 
$60,000,  five  (5)  year,  ten  percent  con¬ 
vertible  subordinated  debenture,  convert¬ 
ible  at  $2.00  per  share  with  interest  pay¬ 
able  annually. 

Doan  Associates  (Associates) ,  the  sole 
shareholder  of  Resources,  owns  approx¬ 
imately  39.3  percent  of  the  outstanding 
stock  of  FEA.  Associates  has  recently 
agreed  to  purchase  7,500  shares  of  FEA 
stock  at  $2.00  per  share.  After  this  addi¬ 
tional  stock  is  acquired  by  Associates, 
Associates  will  then  own  approximately 
45  percent  of  the  stock  of  FEA.  Resources 
owns  no  stock  of  FEA. 

Information  provided  by  Resources  in 
connection  with  the  application  indicates 
that  FEA  manufactures  and  sells  dis¬ 
posable  oxygen  probes  under  three  U.S. 
patents  and  that  FEA  needs  $60,000  for 
operating  funds  for  the  next  twelve 
months. 

This  proposed  transaction  by  Re¬ 
sources  is  not  considered  to  be  a  joint 
financing  with  an  associate  as  permitted 
in  {  107.1004(c)  of  the  Regulations.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  FEA  is  therefore  considered 
to  be  an  Associate  of  Resources.  As  such, 
the  transaction  will  require  an  exemption 
pursuant  to  §  107.1004(b)  (1)  of  the  Reg¬ 
ulations. 

FEA  is  not  controlled  by  Associates  or 
by  Resources  but  is  considered  to  be  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  55  percent  owners  of  FEA, 
the  Fitterer  family  and  associates,  and  is 
an  Independent  small  business  concern. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may,  on  or  before  15  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  submit,  in 
writing,  relevant  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  to:  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Finance  and  Investment, 
RmH.Il  Business  Administration,  1441  ~L" 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 


A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Midland,  Michigan. 

Dated:  August  12, 1975. 

James  Thomas  Phelan, 
Deputy  Associate  Administrator 
lor  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.75-21720  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


KANSAS  CITY  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Kansas  City  District  Advisory  Council 
will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  10:00  am., 
Wednesday,  September  24,  1975,  at  the 
Prom-Sheraton,  "Prom  C”  Meeting 
Room,  615  Main  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  the  staff  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present.  For  further  information, 
write  or  call  Gerald  Jepson,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106; 
(816)  374-5557. 

Dated:  August  12, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy, 
Small  Business  Administration, 

[FR  Doc.75-21796  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


LOS  ANGELES  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Los  Angeles  District  Advisory 
Council  will  hold  a  public  meeting  be¬ 
ginning  at  4:00  pm.,  Tuesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  16, 1975,  in  the  Rodger  Young  Center, 
936  West  Washington  Boulevard,  Los 
Angeles,  California,  to  discuss  such  busi¬ 
ness  as  may  be  presented  by  members, 
the  staff  of  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration,  and  others  attending.  For  fur¬ 
ther  Information,  write  or  call  Stewart 
L.  Rollins,  849  South  Broadway,  Los 
Angeles,  California  90014,  (213)  688- 
2121. 

Dated:  August  12, 1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy, 
Small  Business  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-21797  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  am] 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  #1169] 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Westmoreland  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  consti¬ 
tute  a  disaster  area  because  of  damage 
resulting  from  flooding  on  June  25, 1975. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for  phys¬ 
ical  damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 


October  10, 1975,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  May  11, 
1976  at: 

'Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  1000  liberty  Avenue,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  16222. 
or  other  locally  announced  locations. 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

1  FR  Doc.75-21719  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 


PHILADELPHIA  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Philadelphia  District  Advisory  Council 
will  hold  a  public  meeting  at  9:00  AM, 
Wednesday,  September  24,  1975,  at  the 
Split  Rock  Lodge,  Lake  Harmony,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  members,  the  staff  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  and 
others  present.  For  further  information, 
write  or  call  William  B.  Patterson,  One 
Bala  Cynwyd  Plaza,  Suite  400,  231  St. 
Asaphs  Road,  Bala  Cynwyd,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  19004;  (215)  597-3311. 

Dated:  August  12,  1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  For  Advocacy, 
Small  Business  Administration. 
]FR  Doc.75-21788  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

STATION  COMMITTEE  ON 
EDUCATIONAL  ALLOWANCES 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  V,  Review  Procedure  and  Hearing 
Rules,  Station  Committee  on  Educa¬ 
tional  Allowances  that  on  September  22, 
1975,  at  9:00  A.M.,  the  Manchester,  New 
Hampshire,  Regional  Office  Station  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Educational  Allowances  shall 
at  the  Portsmouth  Room,  Hotel  Car¬ 
penter,  323  Franklin  Street,  Manchester, 
New  Hampshire,  conduct  a  hearing  to 
determine  whether  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  benefits  to  all  eligible  persons  en¬ 
rolled  in  the  New  England  Aeronautical 
Institute,  University  Drive,  Nashua,  New 
Hampshire,  should  be  discontinued,  as 
provided  in  38  CJJt.  21.4134,  because  a 
requirement  of  law  is  not  being  met  or  a 
provision  of  the  law  has  been  violated. 
All  Interested  persons  shall  be  permitted 
to  attend,  appear  before,  or  file  state¬ 
ments  with  the  committee  at  that  time 
and  place. 

Dated:  August  11, 1975. 

Jambs  B.  Sullivan, 
Director.  V A  Regional  Office. 

[FR  Doc.75-21723  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  834] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  14,  1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  Hils  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  In  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation  of 
hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti¬ 
fied  of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MO  134401  Sub  10.  Sherwood  W.  Hume,  d/b/a 
Hume  Equipment  Company,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  October  16,  1976,  (3  days),  at  Buf¬ 
falo,  NT.  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

BIC  134401  8ub  11,  Sherwood  W.  Hume,  d/b/a 
Hume  Equipment  Company,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  October  20.  1976,  (2  days),  at  Buf¬ 
falo,  New  York,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

MO  116619  Sub  27,  Frederick  Transport 
Limited,  now  being  assigned  October  22, 
1976,  (3  days),  at  Buffalo,  NT,  In  a  bear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 
MC-C-7925,  Southeastern  Freight  Lines,  Et. 
Al.  -▼—  C  re  Rent  Motor  Line,  Inc.,  now  be¬ 
ing  assigned  for  hearing  on  October  22, 
1976  (2  days) ,  at  Columbia,  S.C.;  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MO  114290  Sub  75,  Exley  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  September  23,  1976,  at  Olympia, 
Washington,  will  be  held  In  the  6  Floor 
Conference  Room,  Washington  Utility  A 
Transportation  Commission,  12th  and 
Washington. 

MO  119639  Sub  16,  Inco  Express,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  September  23,  1975,  at  Olympia, 
Washington,  wlU  be  held  In  the  6  Floor 
Conference  Room,  Washington  Utility  A 
Transportation  Commission,  12th  A  Wash¬ 
ington. 

MO  140620,  DAK  Transport,  Inc.,  d/b/a 
Transport,  now  assigned  September  23, 
1976,  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  will  be  held  In 
Room  2886,  Federal  Building,  916  2nd 
Avenue. 

MO  118979  Sub  7,  Mercury  Produce  Express, 
LTD.,  now  assigned  September  24,  1976,  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  will  be  held  In  Room  2886, 
Federal  Building,  916  2nd  Avenue. 

MO  107743  Sub  31,  System  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  September  29,  1976,  at 

Seattle,  Wash.,  will  be  held  In  Room  2886, 
Federal  Building,  916  2nd  Avenue. 

MC  113855  Sub  310,  International  Transport, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  October  6,  1976,  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  will  be  held  In  Room  2886, 
Federal  Building,  915  2nd  Avenue. 

MC  109708  Sub  62,  Indian  River  Transport, 
Co.,  d/b/a  Indian  River  Transport,  Inc., 
now  assigned  September  22,  1975  at  Or¬ 
lando,  Florida,  will  be  held  In  Room  302, 
West  Room,  Gold  Key  Inn,  7100  South 
Orange  Blossom  Trail. 

MC-C-8572,  Arrow  Stage  Lines,  Inc.,  Investi¬ 
gation  and  Revocation  of  Certificates,  now 
assigned  September  16,  1976,  at  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  Is  canceled. 

MC-C-8673,  Black  Hills  Stage  Lines,  Inc.- 
Investlgatlon  and  Revocation  of  Certifi¬ 
cates,  now  assigned  September  16,  1976,  at 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  Is  canceled. 


MO  136616  Sub  6,  Anthony  O.  Ayala,  dba 
Queen  City  Trucking,  now  assigned  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1976  at  Seattle.  Washington; 
will  be  held  in  Room  1844,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  916  2nd  Avenue. 

MC  139084  8ub  6,  Big  Talley  8upply  A  Enter¬ 
prises  Ltd,  now  assigned  September  29, 
1976  at  Billings,  Montana;  will  be  held  In 
Room  2222,  Federal  Building,  316  North  26 
and  October  2,  1975  Room  1033,  Federal 
Building,  316  North  26.  No.  36053,  Montana 
Intrastate  Rail  Freight  Rates  and  Charges 
1974,  now  assigned  October  6,  1975  at 
Helena,  Montana;  will  be  held  In  Room  324, 
Federal  Building,  US.  Poet  Office  A  Court¬ 
house,  Park  A  Lawrence  Street. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21834  Filed  8-18-75; 8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

August  14,  1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carriers  named  or  described  In  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  In  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  September  3. 1975. 

PSA  No.  43032 — Petroleum  and  Re¬ 
lated  Articles  from  Olathe,  Kansas.  Filed 
by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent, 
(No.  B-546) ,.  for  Interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  petroleum,  petroleum  products 
and  related  articles.  In  tank-car  loads, 
as  described  In  the  application,  from 
Olathe,  Kansas,  to  points  In  Louisiana, 
also  Natchez,  Vicksburg,  Mississippi,  and 
Memphis,  Tennessee. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  51  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau.  Agent,  tariff  191-0, 
I.C.C.  No.  4940.  Rates  are  published  to 
become  effective  on  September  18,  1975. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21838  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 

August  14,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propo¬ 
sals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion, 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CFR  1065),  and  notice  thereof  to 
all  interested  persons  Is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 


gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  August  28,  1975.  A  copy 
must  also  be  served  upon  applicant  or 
its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  op¬ 
erate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
In  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

MC  111823  (Sub-E59) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  Sherwood  Van  Lines, 
Inc.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio, 
TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10019.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Fort  Detrick-Fred- 
erlck,  MD.  and  Fort  Ritchie-Cascade, 
MD.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Craig  AF  Base-Selma,  AL,  Redstone  Ar- 
senal-Huntsvllle,  AL,  Blythevllle  AF 
Base  -Bly theville ,  AR,  Little  Rock  AF 
Base- Jacksonville.  AR,  Ent  AF  Base  and 
Peterson  Field-Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
Fitzsimmons  General  Hospltal-Denver, 
CO,  Fort  Carson-Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
Lowry  AF  Base-Denver,  CO,  US  AF 
Academy-Colorado  Springs,  CO,  Eglin 
AF  Base- Valparaiso,  FL,  Naval  Air  Sta- 
tion-Pensacola,  FL,  Naval  Air  Station 
Whiting  Fleld-Milton,  FL,  Chanute  AF 
Base-Rantoul,  IL,  Fort  Sheridan-High¬ 
land  Park,  IL,  Joliet  Army  Ammunition 
Depot-Jollet,  IL,  Savanna  Army  Depot- 
Savanna,  IL,  Naval  Air  Statlon-Glen- 
view,  IL,  Naval  Training  Center-Great 
Lakes,  IL,  Scott  AF  Base-Belleville,  IL, 
Grissom  AF  Base-Peru,  IN,  Fort  Benja¬ 
min  Harrison-Indianapolls,  IN,  Naval 
Ammunition  Depot-Crane,  IN,  Forbes 
AF  Base-Topeka,  KS,  Fort  Leavenworth- 
Leavenworth,  KS,  Fort  Riley- Junction 
City,  KS,  McConnell  AF  Base- Wichita, 
KS.  Fort  Campbell-Hopkinsvllle,  KY, 
Fort  Knox-Fort  Knox,  KY,  Barksdale 
AF  Base-Shreveport,  LA,  England  AF 
Base- Alexandria,  LA. 

Fort  Polk-Leesville,  LA,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion  New  Orleans-New  Orleans,  LA, 
Klncheloe  AF  Base-Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI, 
KI  Sawyer  AF  Base-Gwinn,  MI,  Self- 
ridge  Air  National  Guard  Base-Mount 
Clemens,  MI.  Wurtsmith  AF  Base-Os - 
coda,  MI,  Duluth  International  Airport- 
Duluth,  MN,  Columbus  AF  Base-Colum- 
bus,  MS,  Keesler  AF  Base-Biloxi,  MS. 
Naval  Air  Station -Meridian,  MS,  Naval 
Construction  Battalion-Gulfport,  MS, 
Fort  Leonard  Wood-Waynesville,  MO, 
Rlchards-Gebaur  AF  Base-Kansas 
City,  MO,  Whiteman  AF  Base-Knob 
Noster,  MO,  Offutt  AF  Base-Omaha,  NE, 
Grand  Forks  AF  Base-Emerado,  ND, 
Minot  AF  Base-Minot,  ND,  Lockboume 
AF  Base-Columbus,  OH,  Wright-Patter- 
son  AF  Base-Dayton,  OH,  Altus  AF  Base- 
Altus,  OK,  Fort  Sill-Lawton,  OK,  Tinker 
AF  Base-Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Vance  AF 
Base-Enid,  OK.  Ellsworth  AF  Base- 
Rapid  City,  SD,  Arnold  AF  Station-Tul- 
lahoma,  TN,  Naval  Air  Station  Memphis- 
Millington,  TN,  Bergstrom  AF  Base- 
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Austin,  TX,  Brooks  AF  Base-San  An¬ 
tonio.  TX,  Carswell  AF  Base-Fort  Worth, 
TX,  Dyess  AF  Base-Abilene,  TX,  Elling¬ 
ton  AF  Base-Houston,  TX,  Naval  Air 
Station-Dallas,  TX,  Fort  Bliss-El  Paso, 
TX,  Fort  Hood-Killeen,  TX,  Fort  Sam 
Houston-San  Antonio,  TX,  Fort  Wol- 
ters-Mineral  Wells,  TX,  Goodfellow  AF 
Base-San  Angelo,  TX,  Kelly  AF  Base- 
San  Antonio,  TX,  Lackland  AF  Base-San 
Antonio,  TX,  Laredo  AF  Base-Laredo, 
TX,  Laughlin  AF  Base-Del  RIO,  TX, 
Naval  Air  Station-Corpus  Christi,  TX, 
Naval  Air  Station  Chase  Field-Beeville, 
TX,  Naval  Air  Station-Kingsville,  TX, 
Randolph  AF  Base-Universial  City,  TX, 
Reese  AF  Base-Lubbock,  TX. 

Sheppard  AF  Base-Wichita  Falls,  TX 
Webb  AF  Base-Big  Spring,  TX,  and 
Camp  McCoy-Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville,  KY  or 
that  part  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  state  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Hwy  422  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  62 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  thence  along 

U. S.  Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  Ohio,  thence 
along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
40,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Hwy  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy 
36  to  the  Illinois-Missouri  state  line. 

MC  111823  (Sub-E60),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  Aber¬ 
deen  Proving  Ground-Aberdeen,  MD, 
Edgewood  Arsenal-Edgewood,  MD,  Fort 
Holabird-Baltimore,  MD,  Fort  George 
Meade-Laurel,  MD,  Naval  Academy- 
Annapolis,  MD,  and  Naval  Training 
Center-Bainbridge,  MD,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Craig  AF  Base-Selma, 

AL,  Redstone  Arsenal-Huntsville,  AL, 
Blytheville  AF  Base-Blytheville,  AR, 
Little  Rock  AF  Base-Jacksonville,  AR, 
Ent  AF  Base  and  Peterson  Field-Col- 
orado  Springs,  CO,  Fitzimmons  General 
Hospital-Denver,  CO,  Port  Carson-Col- 
orado  Springs,  CO,  Lowry  AF  Base-Den- 
ver,  CO,  US  AF  Academy-Colorado 
Springs,  CO,  Naval  Air  Station-Pensa- 
cola,  FL,  Chanute  AF  Base-Rantoul,  IL, 
Fort  Sheridan-Highland  Park,  IL,  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot-Joliet,  IL,  Sa¬ 
vanna  Army  Depot-Savanna,  IL,  Naval 
Air  Station-Glenview,  IL,  Naval  Training 
Center-Great  Lakes,  IL,  Scott  AF  Base- 
Belleville,  IL,  Grissom  AF  Base-Peru,  IN, 
Fort  Benjamin  Harrison-Indianapolis, 
IN,  Naval  Ammunition  Depot-Crane,  IN, 
Forbes  AF  Base-Topeka,  KS,  Fort  Leav- 
enworth-Leavenworth,  KS,  Fort  Riley- 
Junction  City,  KS,  McConnell  AF  Base- 
Wichita,  KS. 

Fort  Campbell-Hopkinsville,  KY,  Fort 
Knox-Fort  Knox,  KY,  Barksdale  AF 
Base-Shreveport,  LA,  England  AF  Base- 
Alexandria,  LA,  Fort  Polk-Leesvllle,  LA, 
Naval  Air  Station  New  Orleans-New  Or¬ 


leans,  LA,  Kincheloe  AF  Base-Sault  Ste 
Marie,  MI,  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base-Gwinn, 
MI,  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard  Base- 
Mount  Clemens,  MI,  Wurtsmith  AF  Base- 
Oscoda,  MI,  Duluth  International  Air- 
port-Duluth,  MN,  Columbus  AF  Base- 
Columbus,  MS,  Keesler  AF  Base-Biloxi, 
MS,  Naval  Air  Station-Meridian,  MS, 
Naval  Construction  Battalion-Gulfport, 
MS.  Fort  Leonard  Wood-Waynesville, 
MO,  Richards-Gebaur  AF  Base-Kansas 
City,  MO,  Whiteman  AF  Base-Knob 
Noster,  MO,  Offutt  AF  Base-Omaha.  NE, 
Grand  Forks  AF  Base-Emerado,  ND, 
Minot  AF  Base-Minot,  ND,  Lockbourne, 
AF  Base-Columbus,  OH,  Wright-Patter- 
son  AF  Base-Dayton,  OH,  Altus  AF  Base- 
Altus,  OK,  Fort  Sill-Lawton,  OK,  Tinker 
AF  Base-Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Vance  AF 
Base-Enid,  OK,  Ellsworth  AF  Base- 
Rapid  City,  OK,  Arnold  AF  Station-Tul- 
lahoma,  TN,  Naval  Air  Station  Mem- 
phis-Millington,  TN,  Bergstrom  AF 
Base-Austin,  TX,  Brooks  AF  Base-San 
Antonio,  TX,  Carswell  AF  Base-Fort 
Worth,  TX,  Dyess  AF  Base-Abilene,  TX, 
Ellington  AF  Base-Houston,  TX,  Naval 
Air  Station-Dallas,  TX,  Fort  Bliss-El 
Paso,  TX/Fort  Hood-Killeen,  TX,  Fort 
Sam  Houston-San  Antonio,  TX,  Fort 
Wolters-Mineral  Wells,  TX,  Goodfellow 
AF  Base-San  Angelo,  TX,  Kelly  AF  Base- 
San  Antonio,  TX,  Lackland  AF  Base-San 
Antonio,  TX. 

Laughlin  AF  Base-Del  Rio,  TX,  Naval 
Air  Station-Corpus  Christi,  TX,  Naval 
Air  Station  Chase  Field-Beeville,  TX, 
Naval  Air  Station-Kingsville,  TX,  Ran¬ 
dolph  AF  Base-Universal  City.  TX, 
Reese  AF  Base-Lubbock,  TX,  Sheppard 
AF  Base-Wichita  Falls,  TX,  Webb  AF 
Base-Big  Springs,  TX,  and  Camp  Mc¬ 
Coy-Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St. 
Louis  MO  or  Louisville  KY  or  that  part 
of  Indiana  and  Illinois  on  and  north  of 
US  Hwy  36,  or  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Pennsylvania  state  line  and  extending 
along  US  Hwy  422  to  junction  US  Hwy  62 
thence  along  US  Hwy  62  to  the  Junction 
of  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40 
to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line. 

MC  111823  (Sub-E61) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  Sherwood  Van  Lines, 
Inc.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio,  TX 
78219.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10019.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  between  Fort  Devens-Ayer,  MA; 
Naval  Air  Station-South  Weymouth,  MA; 
and  Hanscom  Field-Bedford,  MA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Craig  AF 
Base-Selma,  AL,  Fort  McClellan-Annis- 
ton,  AL,  Fort  Rucker-Ozark,  AL,  Gunter 
AF  Base-Montgomery,  AL,  Maxwell  AF 
Base-Montgomery,  AL,  Redstone  Arse¬ 
nal-Huntsville,  AL,  Blytheville  AF  Base- 
Blytheville,  AR,  Little  Rock  AF  Base- 
Jacksonville,  AR,  Ent  AF  Base  &  Peterson 
Field-Colorado  Springs,  CO,  Fitzsimmons 
General  Hospital-Denver,  CO,  Port  Car- 
son -Colorado  Springs,  CO,  Lowry  AF 
Base-Den ver,  CO,  US  AF  Academy-Colo¬ 


rado  Springs,  CO,  Eglin  AF  Base-Val- 
paraiso,  FL,  Naval  Air  Station  Whiting 
Field-Milton,  FL,  Tyndall  AF  Base-Pan¬ 
ama  City,  FL,  Fort  Benning-Columbus, 
GA,  Chanute  AF  Base-Rantoul,  IL,  Fort 
Sheridan-Highland  Park,  IL,  Joliet  Army 
Ammunition  Depot-Joliet,  IL,  Savanna 
Army  Depot-Savanna,  IL,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion-Glenview,  IL,  Naval  Training  Cen¬ 
ter-Great  Lakes,  IL,  Scott  AF  Base- 
Belleville,  IL,  Grissom  AF  Base-Peru,  IN, 
Fort  Benjamin  Harrison-Indianapolis, 
IN,  Naval  Ammunition  Depot-Crane,  IN, 
Forbes  AF  Base-Topeka,  KS,  Fort 
Leavenworth-Leavenworth,  KS,  Fort 
Riley-Junction  City,  KS,  McConnell  AF 
Base-Wichita,  KS,  Fort  Campbell-Hop¬ 
kinsville,  KY,  Fort  Knox-Fort  Knox,  KY, 
Barksdale  AF  Base-Shreveport,  LA,  Eng¬ 
land  AF  Base-Alexandria,  LA. 

Fort  Polk-Leesville,  LA,  Tinker  AF 
Base-Oklahoma  City  OK,  Vance  AF 
Base-Enid,  OK,  Ellsworth  AF  Base-Rapid 
City,  SD,  Arnold  AF  Station-Tullahoma, 
TN,  Naval  Air  Station  Memphis-Milling- 
ton,  TN,  Bergstrom  AF  Base-Austin,  TX, 
Brooks  AF  Base-San  Antonio,  TX,  Cars¬ 
well  AF  Base-Fort  Worth,  TX,  Dyess  AF 
Base-Abilene,  TX,  Ellington  AF  Base- 
Houston,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station-Dallas, 
TX,  Fort  Bliss-El  Paso,  TX,  Fort  Hood- 
Killeen,  TX,  Port  Sam  Houston-San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX,  Fort  Wolters-Mineral  Wells, 
TX,  Goodfellow  AF  Base-San  Angelo, 
TX,  Kelly  AF  Base-San  Antonio,  TX, 
Lackland  AF  Base-San  Antonio,  TX,  La¬ 
redo  AF  Base-Laredo,  TX,  Laughlin  AF 
Base-Del  Rio,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station- 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Kincheloe  AF  Base- 
Sault  STe  Marie,  MI,  KI  Sawyer  AF 
Base-Gwinn,  MI,  Selfridge  Air  National 
Guard  Base-Mount  Clements,  MI,  Wurt¬ 
smith  AF  Base -Oscoda,  MI,  Duluth  In¬ 
ternational  Alrport-Duluth,  MN,  Colum¬ 
bus  AF  Base-Columbus,  MS,  Keesler  AF 
Base-Biloxi,  MS,  Naval  Air  Station-Me¬ 
ridian,  MS,  Naval  Construction  Battal¬ 
ion-Gulfport,  MS,  Fort  Leonard  Wood- 
Waynesville,  MO,  Richards-Gebaur  AF 
Base-Kansas  City,  MO,  Whiteman  AF 
Base-Knob  Noster,  MO,  Offutt  AF  Base- 
Omaha,  NE,  Grand  Forks  AF  Base- 
Emerado,  ND,  Minot  AF  Base-Minot, 
ND,  Lockbourne  AF  Base-Columbus,  OH, 
Wrlght-Patterson  AF  Base-Dayton,  OH, 
Altus  AF  Base-Altus,  OK,  Fort  Sill -Law - 
ton,  OK,  Naval  Air  Station-Corpus 
Christi,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station  Chase 
Field-Beeville,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station- 
Kingsville,  TX,  Randolph  AF  Base-Uni¬ 
versal  City,  TX,  Reese  AF  Base-Lubbock, 
TX,  Sheppard  AF  Base-Wichita  Falls, 
TX,  Webb  AF  Base-Big  Spring,  TX,  and 
Camp  McCoy-Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  St.  Louis,  MO  or  Louisville,  KY  or  that 
part  of  Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line  start¬ 
ing  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania  state  line 
and  extending  along  US  Hwy  422  to  Junc¬ 
tion  US  Hwy  62,  thence  along  US  Hwy 
62  to  junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along 
US  Hwy  40  to  the  Ohio-Indiana  state 
line,  or  that  part  of  Illinois  and  Indiana 
on  and  north  of  US  Hwy  36. 

MC  111823  (Sub-E62) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  Sherwood  Van  Lines, 
Inc.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio, 
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TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway,  New 
York,  NY  10019.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Otis  AF  Base-Fal- 
mouth,  MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Craig  AF  Base-Selma,  AL,  Fort 
McClellan-Anniston,  AL,  Fort  Rucker- 
Ozark,  AL,  Gunter  AF  Base-Montgomery, 
AL,  Maxwell  AF  Base-Montgomery.  AL, 
Redstone  Arsenal -Huntsville,  AL,  Blythe- 
vllle  AF  Base-Blythevllle,  AR,  Little 
Rock  AF  Base- Jacksonville,  AR,  Ent  AF 
Base  &  Peterson  Fleld-Colorado  Springs, 
CO,  Fitzsimmons  General  Hospital -Den¬ 
ver,  CO,  Fort  Carson-Colorado  Springs, 
CO,  Lowry  AF  Base-Denver,  CO,  US  AF 
Academy-Colorado  Springs,  CO,  Eglln 
AF  Base- Valparaiso,  FL,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion  -  Pensacol  a ,  FL,  Naval  Station  Whit¬ 
ing  Fleld-Mllton,  FL,  Tyndall  AF  Base- 
Panama  City,  FL.  Fort  Benning-Colum- 
bus,  GA,  Chanute  AF  Base-Rantoul,  IL, 
Port  Sheridan-Highland  Park,  IL,  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot- Joliet,  IL,  Sa¬ 
vanna  Army  Depot-Savanna,  IL,  Naval 
Air  Station  -  Glenview ,  IL,  Naval  Train¬ 
ing  Center-Great  Lakes,  IL,  Scott  AF 
Base-Bellevllle.  IL,  Grissom  AF  Base- 
Peru,  IN,  Fort  Benjamin  Harrlson-In- 
dlanapolis,  IN,  Naval  Ammunition  Depot- 
Crane.  IN.  Forbes  AF  Base-Topeka,  KS, 
Fort  Leaven  wo  rth-Leavenworth,  KS, 
Fort  Rlley-Junctlon  City.  KS,  McConnell 
AF  Base- Wichita,  KS,  Fort  Campbell- 
Hopklnsvllle,  KY,  Fort  Knox-Fort  Knox. 
KY.  Barksdale  AF  Base-Shreveport,  LA, 
England  AF  Base -Alexandria,  LA,  Fort 
Polk-Leesville,  LA,  Naval  Air  Station- 
New  Orleans,  LA,  Klncheloe  AF  Base- 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI.  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base- 
Gwlnn,  MI,  Self  ridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base-Mount  Clemens,  ML 
Wurtsmlth  AF  Base-Oscoda,  MI,  Du¬ 
luth  International  Airport- Duluth,  MN, 
Columbus  AF  Base-Columbus,  MS,  Kees- 
ler  AF  Base-Biloxl,  MS,  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion-Meridian,  MS,  Naval  Construction 
Battalion-Gulf  port,  MS,  Fort  Leonard 
Wood-W aynesvllle,  MO,  Richards- 
Gebaur  AF  Base -Kansas  City,  MO, 
Whiteman  AF  Base-Knob  No6ter,  MO, 
Offutt  AF  B  as  e-Omaha,  NE,  Grand  Forks 
AF  Base-Emerado,  ND,  Minot  AF  Base- 
Mlnot,  ND,  Lockboume  AF  Base-Colum¬ 
bus,  OH,  Wright-Patterson  AF  Base- 
Dayton,  OH,  Altus  AF  Base-Altus,  OK, 
Port  Sill-Lawton,  OK,  Tinker  AF  Base- 
Oklahoma  City,  OK,  Vance  AF  Base- 
Enld,  OK,  Ellsworth  AF  Base-Rapid  City, 
SD,  Arnold  AF  Station-Tullahoma,  TN, 
Naval  Air  Station  Memphls-Milllngton, 
TN,  Bergstrom  AF  Base-Austin,  TX, 
Brooks  AF  Base- San  Antonio,  TX,  Cars¬ 
well  AF  Base-Fort  Worth,  TX,  Dyess  AF 
Base- Abilene,  TX,  Ellington  AF  Base- 
Houston,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station-Dallas, 
TX,  Fort  Bllss-El  Paso,  TX,  Port  Hood- 
Killeen,  TX,  Fort  Sam  Houston-San 
Antonio,  TX,  Port  W olters- Mineral  Wells, 
TX,  Goodfellow  AF  Base-San  Angelo, 
TX,  Kelly  AF  Base-San  Antonio,  TX, 
Lackland  AF  Base-San  Antonio,  TX, 
laredo  AF  Base- Laredo,  TX,  Laughlln 
AF  Base-Del  Rio,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station- 
Corpus  Christ!,  TX,  Naval  Air  Station- 


Chase  Fleld-Beeville,  TX,  Naval  Air 
Station-Klngsville,  TX,  Randolph  AF 
Base-Universal  City,  TX,  Reese  AF  Base- 
Lubbock,  TX,  Sheppard  AF  Base -Wichita 
Falls,  TX,  Webb  AF  Base-Big  Spring, 
TX,  and  Camp  McCoy-Sparta,  WI.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Louisville,  KY  or  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and  north 
of  a  line  starting  at  the  Ohio-Pennsyl- 
vanla  state  line,  and  extending  along 
US  Hwy  422  to  Junction  US  Hwy  62, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction  US 
Hwy  40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  the 
Ohlo-Indiana  state  line,  or  that  part  of 
Illinois  and  Indiana  on  and  north  of  US 
Hwy  36. 

MC  111823  (Sub-E68),  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  Sherwood  Van  Lines, 
Inc.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio, 
TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway,  New 
York,  NY  10019.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Dyess  AF  Base- 
Abllene,  TX,  and  Goodfellow  AF  Base- 
San  Angelo,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  Naval  Submarine  Base  New 
London-Groton,  CT,  Pentagon,  Arling¬ 
ton  Hall  Station,  Henderson  Hall,  and 
Navy  Security  Statlon-DC,  Andrews  AF 
Base-Camp  Springs,  MD,  Bolling  AF 
Base- DC,  Fort  My er- Arlington,  VA,  Port 
McNair-DC,  Cameron  Station-Alexan- 
dria,  VA,  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center-DC,  National  Naval  Medical  Cen- 
ter-Bethesda,  MD,  Naval  Statlon-DC, 
Chanute  AF  Base-Rantoul,  IL,  Fort 
Sheridan-Highland  Park,  IL,  Joliet  Army 
Ammunition  Depot-Jollet,  IL,  Savanna 
Army  Depot-Savanna,  IL,  Naval  Air  Sta- 
tion-Glenview,  IL,  Naval  Training 
Center-Great  Lakes,  IL,  Scott  AF  Base- 
Bellevllle,  IL,  Grissom  AF  Base-Peru,  IN, 
Fort  Benamln  Harrison-Indianapolls,  IN, 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot-Crane,  IN, 
Fort  Knox-Fort  Knox,  KY,  Aberdeen 
Proving  Ground- Aberdeen,  MD,  Edge- 
wood  Arsenal-Edgewood  Arsenal,  MD, 
Fort  Detrick-Frederick,  MD,  Fort  Hola- 
blrd-Baltimore,  MD,  Fort  George  Meede- 
Laurel,  MD,  Fort  Ri tchie- Cascade,  MD, 
Naval  Air  Station  Patuxent-Patuxent 
River.  MD,  Naval  Academy -Annapolis, 
MD.  Naval  Training  Center-  Balnbidge, 
MD,  Fort  Devens-Ayer,  MA,  Naval  Air 
Station-South  Weymouth,  MA,  LG  Hans- 
com  Field -Bedford,  MA. 

Otis  AF  Base -Falmouth,  MA,  West- 
over  AF  Base-Springfleld,  MA,  Klncheloe 
AF  Base-Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI,  K3  Sawyer 
AF  Base-Gwlnn,  MI,  Selfridge  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  Base-Mount  Clemens,  ML 
Wurtsmlth  AF  Base-Oscoda,  ML  Pease 
AF  Base- Portsmouth,  NH,  Port  Dix- 
W  rights  town,  NJ,  Port  Monmouth- 
Ocean  port,  NJ,  McGuire  AF  Base- 
Wrtghtstown,  NJ,  Naval  Air  Statlon- 
Lakehurst,  NJ,  Camp  Drum- Watertown, 
NY,  Port  Hamilton -Brooklyn,  NY,  Port 
W  ads  worth  -Staten  Island,  NY,  US  Coast 
Guard  Base-Governor’s  Island,  NY, 
GrlfQss  AF  Base-Rome,  NY,  Hancock 
Fleld-Syracuse,  NY,  Plattsburg  AF  Base- 
Plattsburg,  NY,  Naval  Hospital -St. 
Albans,  NY,  Seneca  Army  Depot- 


Romulus,  NY,  Stewart  Field -Newburgh, 
NY,  US  Military  Academy-West  Point, 
NY,  Lockboume  AF  Base-Columbus,  OH, 
Wright-Patterson  AF  Base-Dayton,  OH, 
Army  War  CoDege-Car lisle  Barracks, 
PA,  Letterkenny  Army  De pot-Chambers - 
burg,  PA,  Naval  Base-Phlladelphia,  PA, 
New  Cumberland  Army  Depot-New  Cum¬ 
berland,  PA,  Tobybanna  Army  Depot- 
Tobyhanna,  PA,  Defense  Actlvitles- 
Mechanlcsburg,  PA,  Valley  Forge  General 
Hospital-Phoenixville,  PA,  Myrtle  Beach 
AF  Base-Myrtle  Beach,  SC,  Fort  Belvoir- 
Alexandria,  VA,  Port  Eustis-Newport 
News,  VA,  Port  Lee-Petersburg,  VA,  Fort 
Monroe -Hampton,  VA,  Fort  Story- 
Vlrglnla  Beach,  VA,  Langley  AF  Base- 
Hampton,  VA,  Marine  Corps  School - 
Quantico,  VA,  Naval  Air  Station  Oceana - 
Oceana,  VA,  Naval  Amphibious  Base- 
Llttle  Creek,  VA,  Naval  Shipyard 
Norfolk-Portsmouth,  VA,  Naval  Station- 
Norfolk,  VA,  Naval  Weapons  Laboratory- 
Dahlgren,  VA,  Naval  Weapons  Station - 
Yorktown,  VA,  Defense  General  Supply 
Center-Rlchmond,  VA,  Vint  Hill  Farms 
Station- Warrenton,  VA,  and  Camp 
McCoy-Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St. 
Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part 
of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvanl  a  -Ohio  State  Line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  US  Hwy  422  to  junction 
US  Hwy  62,  thence  along  US  Hwy  62  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  OH,  thence  along 
Ohio  Hwy  440  to  Junction  US  Hwy  40, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  junction  US 
Hwy  36,  thence  along  Hwy  36  to  the 
Illlnois-Missourl  State  Line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E69) ,  filed 

June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road, 
San  Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Fort  Bliss,  El  Paso,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Naval  Submarine  Base 
New  London,  Groton,  CT;  Pentagon, 
Arlington  Hall  Station,  Henderson  Hall, 
and  Navy  Security  Station,  DC;  Andrews 
AF  Base,  Camp  Springs,  MD;  Bolling  AF 
Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer,  Arlington,  VA; 
Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cameron  Station, 
Alexandria,  VA;  Walter  Reed  Army 
Medical  Center,  DC;  National  Naval 
Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  MD;  Naval 
Station,  DC;  Naval  Station,  Key  West, 
FL;  Chanute  AF  Base,  Rantoul,  IL; 
Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  IL;  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL; 
Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  IL; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview,  IL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  IL;  Scott 
AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom  AF 
Base,  Pern,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison, 
Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammunition 
Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort  Campbell, 
Hopkinsville,  KY;  Fort  Knox,  Fort  Knox, 
KY;  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aber¬ 
deen,  MD;  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Edge- 
wood  Arsenal,  MD;  Fort  De  trick,  Fred¬ 
erick,  MD;  Fort  Holabird,  Baltimore, 
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MD:  Fort  George  Meade,  Laurel,  MD; 
Fort  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD;  Naval  Air 
Station,  Patuxent  River,  MD;  Naval 
Academy,  Annapolis,  MD;  Naval  Train¬ 
ing  Center,  Bainbridge,  MD;  Fort  Devens, 
Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air  Station,  South 
Weymouth,  MA;  LG  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AF  Base,  Falmouth, 
MA;  Westover  AF  Base,  Springfield, 
MA;  Kincheloe  AF  Base,  Sault  Ste. 
Marie,  MI;  K.  I.  Sawyer  AF  Base,  Gwinn, 
MI;  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith  AF 
Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  International 
Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Pease  AF  Base, 
Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix,  Wrights- 
town,  NJ;  Fort  Monmouth,  Oceanport, 
NJ;  McGuire  AF  Base,  Wrightstown, 
NJ. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ ; 
Camp  Drum,  Watertown,  NY ;  Fort 
Hamilton,  Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort  Wads¬ 
worth,  Staten  Island,  NY;  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Base,  Governor’s  Island,  NY; 
Griffiss  AF  Base,  Rome,  NY;  Hancock 
Field,  Syracuse,  NY;  Plattsburg  AF  Base, 
Plattsburg,  NY;  Naval  Hospital,  St.  Al¬ 
bans,  NY;  Seneca  Army  Depot,  Romulus, 
NY;  Stewart  Field,  Newburgh,  NY;  U.S. 
Military  Academy,  West  Point,  NY ; 
Lockbourne  AF  Base,  Columbus,  OH; 
Wright-Patterson  AF  Base,  Dayton,  OH; 
Army  War  College,  Carlisle  Barracks, 
PA;  Letterkenny  Army  Depot,  Cham- 
bersburg,  PA;  Naval  Base,  Philadelphia, 
PA;  New  Cumberland  Army  Depot,  New 
Cumberland,  PA;  Tobyhanna  Army  De¬ 
pot,  Tobyhanna,  PA;  Defense  Activities, 
Mechanicsburg,  PA;  Valley  Forge  Gen¬ 
eral  Hospital,  Phoenixville,  PA;  Myrtle 
Beach  AF  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Ar¬ 
nold  AF  Station,  Tullahoma,  TN;  Fort 
Belvoir,  Alexandria,  VA;  Fort  Eustis, 
Newport  News,  VA;  Fort  Lee,  Petersburg, 
VA;  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton,  VA;  Fort 
Story,  Virginia  Beach,  VA;  Langley  AF 
Base,  Hampton,  VA;  Marine  Corps 
School,  Quantico,  VA;  Naval  Air  Station 
Oceana,  Oceana,  VA;  Naval  Amphibious 
Base,  Little  Creek,  VA;  Naval  Shipyard 
Norfolk,  Portsmouth,  VA;  Naval  Station, 
Norfolk,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Laboratory, 
Dahlgren,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Station, 
Yorktown,  VA;  Defense  General  Supply 
Center,  Richmond,  VA;  Vint  Hill  Farms 
Station,  Warrenton,  VA;  and  Camp 
McCoy,  Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St 
Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part 
of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio  State  line,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Hwy.  422  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy. 
62,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy.  62  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy.  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy. 
40  to  Springfield,  OH,  thence  along  Ohio 
Hwy.  440  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy.  40,  thence 
along  U.S.  Hwy.  40  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy. 
36,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy.  36  to  the  Illi- 
nois-Missouri  State  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E70) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant;  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  Car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Laredo  AF  Base,  Laredo,  Tx,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Naval  Sub¬ 
marine  Base  New  London,  Groton,  Ct; 
Pentagon,  Arlington  Hall  Station,  Hen¬ 
derson  Hall,  and  Navy  Security  Station, 
DC;  Andrew's  AF  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
MD;  Bolling  AF  Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer, 
Arlington,  VA;  Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cam¬ 
eron  Station,  Alexandria,  VA;  Walter 
Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  DC;  Na¬ 
tional  Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  MD; 
Naval  Station,  DC;  Chanute  AF  Base, 
Rentoul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan,  Highland 
Park,  IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammunition  De¬ 
pot,  Joliet,  IL;  Savanna  Army  Depot, 
Savanna,  IL;  Navel  Air  Station,  Glen¬ 
view,  IL;  Naval  Training  Center,  Great 
Lakes,  IL;  Scott  AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL; 
Grissom  AF  Base,  Peru,  IN;  Fort  Benja¬ 
min  Harrison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval 
Ammunition  Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort 
Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY;  Fort  Knox, 
Fort  Knox,  KY ;  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground,  Aberdeen,  MD;  Edgewood  Ar¬ 
senal,  Edgewood,  MD;  Fort  Detrlck, 
Frederick,  MD;  Fort  Holabird,  Balti¬ 
more,  MD;  Fort  George  Mead,  Laurel, 
MD;  Fort  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD;  Naval 
Air  Station  Patuxent,  Patuxent  River, 
MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  MD; 
Naval  Training  Center,  Bainbridge,  MD; 
Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG  Hans¬ 
com  Field,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AF  Base, 
Falmouth,  MA;  Westover  AF  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Kincheloe  AF  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base, 
Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  National 
Guard  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurt¬ 
smith  AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  Air¬ 
port,  Duluth,  MN;  Pease  AF  Base,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix,  Wrightstown,  NJ; 
Fort  Monmouth,  Oceanport,  NJ;  Mc¬ 
Guire  AF  Base,  Wrightstown,  NJ;  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ;  Camp  Drum, 
Watertown,  NY;  Port  Hamilton,  Brook¬ 
lyn,  NY;  Fort  Wadsworth,  Staten  Island, 
NY. 

U.S,  Coast  Guard  Base,  Governor’s 
Island,  NY;  Griffiss  AF  Base,  Rome,  NY; 
Hancock  Field,  Syracuse,  NY;  Platts¬ 
burgh  AF  Base,  Plattsburg,  NY;  Naval 
Hospital,  St.  Albans,  NY;  Seneca  Army 
Depot,  Romulus,  NY;  Stewart  Field, 
Newburgh,  NY;  U.S.  Military  Academy, 
West  Point,  NY;  Grand  Forks  AF  Base, 
Emerado,  ND;  Lockbourne  AF  Base, 
Columbus,  OH;  Wright-Patterson  AF 
Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Army  War  College, 
Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Letterkenny  Army 
Depot,  Chambersburg,  PA;  Naval  Base, 
Philadelphia,  PA;  New  Cumberland 
Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland,  PA; 
Tobyhanna  Army  Depot,  Tobyhanna, 
PA;  Defense  Activities,  Mechanicsburg, 
PA;  Valley  Forge  General  Hospital, 
Phoenixville,  PA;  Myrtle  Beach  AF  Base, 
Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Fort  Belvoir,  Alex¬ 
andria,  VA;  Fort  Eustis,  Newport  News, 
VA;  Fort  Lee,  Petersburg,  VA;  Fort  Mon¬ 
roe,  Hampton,  VA;  Fort  Story,  Virginia 
Beach,  VA;  Langley  AF  Base,  Hampton, 
VA;  Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico, 
VA;  Naval  Air  Station  Oceana,  Oceana, 
VA;  Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Little 
Creek,  VA;  Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk, 


Portsmouth,  VA;  Naval  Station,  Norfolk, 
VA;  Naval  Weapons  Laboratory,  Dahl¬ 
gren,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Station,  York¬ 
town,  VA;  Defense  General  Supply  Cen¬ 
ter,  Richmond,  VA;  Vint  Hills  Farms 
Station,  Warrenton,  VA;  and  Camp  Mc¬ 
Coy,  Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  the 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St. 
Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that 
part  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  Line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Hwy  422  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  62  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  Ohio,  thence  along 
Ohio  Hwy  440  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  40. 
thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  40,  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Hwy  36 
to  the  Illinois-Missourl  State  Line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E72) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Laughlin  AF  Base,  Del  Rio,  TX,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  othe,  Naval  Sub¬ 
marine  Base,  New  London,  Groton,  CT; 
Pentagon,  Arlington  Hall  Station,  Hen¬ 
derson  Hall,  and  Navy  Security  Station, 
DC;  Andrews  AF  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
MD;  Bolling  AF  Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer, 
Arlington,  VA;  Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cam¬ 
eron  Station,  Alexandria,  VA;  Walter 
Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  DC;  Na¬ 
tional  Naval  Medical  Center,  Bethesda, 
MD;  Naval  Station,  DC;  Chanute  AF 
Base,  Rantoul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan,  High¬ 
land  Park,  IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammunition 
Depot,  Joliet,  IL;  Savanna  Army  Depot, 
Savanna,  IL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glen¬ 
view,  IL;  Naval  Training  Center,  Great 
Lakes,  IL;  Scott  AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL; 
Grissom  AF  Base,  Peru,  IN;  Fort  Ben¬ 
jamin  Harrison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval 
Ammunition  Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort 
Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY;  Port  Knox, 
Port  Knox,  KY;  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground,  Aberdeen,  MD;  Edgewood 
Arsenal,  Edgewood  Arsenal,  MD;  Fort 
Detrick,  Frederick,  MD;  Fort  Holabird, 
Baltimore,  MD;  Fort  George  Meade, 
Laurel,  MD;  Fort  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD; 
Naval  Air  Station  Patuxent,  Patuxent 
River,  MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis, 
MD;  Naval  Training  Center,  Bainbridge, 
MD;  Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air 
Station,  South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG 
Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AF 
Base,  Falmouth,  MA;  Westover  AF  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Kincheloe  AF  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base, 
Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith 
AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Pease  AF 
Base,  Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix, 
Wrightstown,  NJ;  Fort  Monmouth, 
Oceanport,  NJ;  McGuire  AF  Base, 
Wrightstown,  NJ. 

Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ; 
Camp  Drum,  Watertown,  NY;  Fort  Ham¬ 
ilton,  Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort  Wadsworth, 
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Staten  Island,  NY ;  US  Coast  Guard  Base, 
Governor’s  Island,  NY ;  Griffiss  AP  Base, 
Rome,  NY;  Hancock  Field,  Syracuse, 
NY ;  Plattsburg  AP  Base,  Plattsburg,  NY ; 
Naval  Hospital,  St.  Albans,  NY;  Seneca 
Army  Depot,  Romulus,  NY ;  Stewart 
Reid,  Newburgh,  NY;  US  Military  Acad¬ 
emy,  West  Point,  NY;  Lockboume  AP 
Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wright-Patterson 
AP  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Army  War  Col¬ 
lege,  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Letterkenny 
Army  Depot,  Chambersburg,  PA;  Naval 
Base,  Philadelphia,  PA ;  New  Cumberland 
Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland,  PA; 
Tobyhanna  Army  Depot,  Tobyhanna, 
PA;  Defense  Activities,  Mechanicsburg, 
PA;  Valley  Forge  General  Hospital, 
Phoenixville,  PA;  Myrtle  Beach  AP  Base, 
Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Port  Belvoir,  Alexan¬ 
dria,  VA;  Port  Eustis,  Newport  News,  VA; 
Port  Lee,  Petersburg,  VA;  Port  Monroe, 
Hampton,  VA;  Port  Story,  Virginia 
Beach,  VA;  Langley  AP  Base,  Hampton, 
VA;  Marine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  VA; 
Naval  Air  Station  Oceana,  Oceana,  VA; 
Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Little  Creek, 
VA;  Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  VA;  Naval  Station,  Norfolk,  VA; 
Naval  Weapons  Laboratory,  Dahlgren, 
VA;  Naval  Weapons  Station,  Yorktown, 
VA;  Defense  General  Supply  Center, 
Richmond,  VA;  Vint  Hill  Farms  Station, 
Warren  ton,  VA ;  and  Camp  McCoy, 
Sparata,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
Ohlo  state  line,  and  extending  along  US 
Hwy  422  to  Junction  US  Hwy  62,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction  US  Hwy  40, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  Springfield, 
Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  junction  US  Hwy  36,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  36  to  the  Illinois-Missouri 
state  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E73),  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  Reese 
Air  Force  Base,  Lubbock,  TX,  and  Webb 
AP  Base-Big  Springs,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Naval  Subma¬ 
rine  Base  New  London,  Groton,  CT;  Pen¬ 
tagon,  Arlington  Hall  Station,  Hender¬ 
son  Hall,  and  Navy  Security  Station,  DC; 
Andrews  AP  Base,  Camp  Springs,  MD; 
Bolling  AP  Base,  DC;  Port  Myer,  Ar¬ 
lington,  VA;  Port  McNair,  DC;  Cameron 
Station,  Alexandria,  VA;  Walter  Reed 
Army  Medical  Center,  DC;  National 
Naval  Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  MD; 
Naval  Station,  DC;  Chanute  AP  Base, 
Rantoul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan,  Highland 
Park,  IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammunition  De¬ 
pot,  Joliet,  IL;  Savanna  Army  Depot, 
Savanna,  IL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glen¬ 
view,  IL;  Naval  Training  Center,  Great 
Lakes,  IL;  Scott  AP  Base,  Belleville,  IL; 
Grissom  AP  Base,  Peru,  IN;  Port  Benja¬ 


min  Harrison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval 
Ammuntion  Depot,  Crane,  IN ;  Port 
Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY ;  Fort  Knox, 
Fort  Knox,  KY;  Aberdeen  Proving 
Ground,  Aberdeen,  MD;  Edgewood  Ar¬ 
senal,  Edgewood  Arsenal,  MD;  Port  De¬ 
trick,  Frederick,  MD;  Port  Holabird,  Bal¬ 
timore,  MD;  Fort  George  Meade,  Laurel, 
MD;  Port  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD;  Naval 
Air  Station  Patuxent,  Patuxent  River, 
MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  MD; 
Naval  Training  Center,  Bainbridge,  MD; 
Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG  Hans- 
com  Reid,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AP  Base, 
Falmouth,  MA;  Westover  AP  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Kincheloe  AP  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI. 

KI  Sawyer  AF  Base,  Gwinn,  MI; 
Selfridge  Air  National  Guard  Base, 
Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith  AP 
Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  International 
Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Pease  AF  Base, 
Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix,  Wrightstown, 
NJ;  Fort  Monmouth,  Oceanport,  NJ; 
McGuire  AP  Base,  Wrightstown,  NJ; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ ;  Camp 
Drum,  Watertown,  NY;  Fort  Hamilton, 
Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort  Wadsworth,  Staten 
Island,  NY;  US  Coast  Guard  Base, 
Governor’s  Island,  NY;  Griffiss  AF  Base, 
Rome,  NY;  Hancock  Reid,  Syracuse, 
NY ;  Plattsburg  AF  Base,  Plattsburg, 
NY;  Naval  Hospital,  Saint  Albans,  NY; 
Seneca  Army  Depot,  Romulus,  NY ;  Stew¬ 
art  Reid,  Newburgh,  NY;  US  Military 
Academy,  West  Point,  NY;  Lockboume 
AP  Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wright-Patter¬ 
son  AP  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Army  War 
College,  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Letter¬ 
kenny  Army  Depot,  Chambersburg,  PA; 
Naval  Base,  Philadelphia,  PA;  New  Cum¬ 
berland  Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland, 
PA;  Tobyhanna  Army  Depot,  Toby¬ 
hanna,  PA;  Defense  Activities,  Mechan¬ 
icsburg,  PA;  Valley  Forge  General 
Hospital,  Phoenixville,  PA;  Charleston 
AP  Base,  Charleston,  SC;  Fort  Jackson, 
Columbia,  SC;  Myrtle  Beach  AP  Base, 
Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Naval  Base,  Charles¬ 
ton,  SC;  Polaris  Missile  Facility,  Charles¬ 
ton,  SC;  Shaw  AP  Base,  Sumter,  SC; 
Fort  Belvoir,  Alexandria,  VA;  Fort 
Eustis,  Newport  News,  VA;  Port  Lee, 
Petersburg,  VA;  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton, 
VA;  Port  Story,  Virginia  Beach,  VA; 
Langley  AF  Base,  Hampton,  VA;  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  School,  Quantico,  VA;  Naval 
Air  Station  Oceana,  Oceana,  VA;  Naval 
Amphibious  Base,  Little  Creek,  VA; 
Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk,  Portsmouth, 
VA;  Naval  Station,  Norfolk,  VA;  Naval 
Weapons  Laboratory,  Dahlgren,  VA; 
Naval  Weapons  Station,  Yorktown,  VA; 
Defense  General  Supply  Center,  Rich¬ 
mond,  VA;  Vient  Hill  Farms  Station, 
Warrenton,  VA;  and  Camp  McCoy, 
Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  State  line,  and  extending  along  US 
Hwy  422  to  Junction  US  Hwy  62,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction  US  Hwy  40, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  Springfield, 
Ohio,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to 


junction  US  Hwy  36,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  36  to  the  HUnois-Missourl  State 
line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E74) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio, 
TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway, 
New  York,  NY  10019.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  between  Brooks  AP 
Base,  Lackland  AF  Base,  Kelly  AP  Base, 
Randolph  AP  Base,  and  Fort  Sam  Hous¬ 
ton,  San  Antonio,  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Naval  Submarine  Base 
New  London,  Groton,  CT;  Arlington  Hall 
Station,  Pentagon,  Henderson  Hall,  and 
Navy  Security  Station,  DC;  Andrews  AF 
Base,  Cairo  Springs,  MD;  Bolling  AP 
Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer,  Arlington,  VA; 
Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cameron  Station,  Al¬ 
exandria,  VA;  Walter  Reed  Army  Medi¬ 
cal  Center,  DC;  National  Naval  Medical 
Center,  Bethesda,  MD;  Naval  Station, 
DC;  Chanute  AP  Base,  Rantoul,  EL; 
Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  IL;  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL;  Sa¬ 
vanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  IL;  Naval 
Air  Station,  Glenview,  IL;  Naval  Train¬ 
ing  Center,  Great  Lakes,  IL;  Scott  AP 
Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom  AP  Base, 
Peru,  IN;  Port  Benjamin  Harrison,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammunition  De¬ 
pot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort  Knox,  Fort  Knox, 
KY;  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aber¬ 
deen,  MD;  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Edgewood 
Arsenal,  MD;  Port  Detrick,  Frederick, 
MD;  Port  Holabird,  Baltimore,  MD;  Fort 
George  Meade,  Laurel,  MD. 

Port  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD;  Naval  Air 
Station  Patuxent,  Patuxent  River,  MD; 
Naval  Academy,  Annapolis,  MD;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Bainbridge,  MD;  Fort 
Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air  Station, 
South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG  Hanscom 
Reid,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AP  Base;  Fal¬ 
mouth,  MA;  Westover  AP  Base,  Spring- 
field,  MA;  Kincheloe  AP  Base,  Sault 
Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Cawyer  AP  Base, 
Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith  AP 
Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  International 
Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Pease  AP  Base, 
Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix,  Wrightstown, 
NJ;  Fort  Monmouth,  Oceanport,  NJ; 
McGuire  AP  Base,  Wrightstown,  NJ; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ;  Camp 
Drum,  Watertown,  NY;  Port  Hamilton, 
Brooklyn,  NY;  Port  Wadsworth,  Staten 
Island,  NY ;  US  Coast  Guard  Base,  Gov¬ 
ernor’s  Island,  NY;  GrtfHss  AF  Base, 
Rome,  NY;  Hancock  Field,  Syracuse,  NY; 
Plattsburg  AP  Base,  Plattsburg,  NY; 
Naval  Hospital,  Saint  Albans,  NY;  Sen¬ 
eca  Army  Depot,  Romulus,  NY;  Stewart 
Field,  Newburgh,  NY;  US  Military  Acad¬ 
emy,  West  Point,  NY;  Grand  Forks  AP 
Base,  Emerado,  ND;  Lockboume  AP 
Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wright-Patterson 
AP  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Army  War  Col¬ 
lege,  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Letterkenny 
Army  Depot,  Chambersburg,  PA;  Naval 
Base,  Philadelphia,  PA;  New  Cumberland 
Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland,  PA; 
Tobyhanna  Army  Depot,  Tobyhanna, 
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PA;  Defense  Activities,  Mechanicsburg, 
PA;  Valley  Forge  General  Hospital, 
Phoenixville,  PA;  Myrtle  Beach  AF  Base, 
Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Fort  Belvoir,  Alex¬ 
andria,  VA;  Fort  Eustis,  Newport  News. 
VA;  Fort  Lee,  Petersburg,  VA;  Fort  Mon¬ 
roe,  Hampton,  VA;  Fort  Story,  Virginia 
Beach,  VA;  Langley  AF  Base,  Hampton, 
VA;  Marine  Corps  School,  Quantlco,  VA; 
Naval  Air  Station  Oceana,  Oceana,  VA; 
Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Little  Creek, 
VA;  Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk,  Ports¬ 
mouth,  VA;  Naval  Station,  Norfolk,  VA; 
Naval  Weapons  Laboratory.  Dahlgren, 
VA;  Naval  Weapons  Station,  Yorktown, 
VA;  Defense  General  Supply  Center, 
Richmond,  VA;  Vint  Hill  Farms  Sta¬ 
tion,  Warrenton,  VA;  and  Camp  McCoy, 
Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Lousiville  KY,  or  that  part  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  state  line,  and  extending  along  US 
Hwy  422  to  junction  US  Hwy  62,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction  US  Hwy 
40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  Spring- 
field,  OH,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  junction  US  Hwy  36,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  36  to  the  Illinois -Missouri 
state  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E81),  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road.  San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant's  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  J.  Gallagher.  1776  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  Myrtle 
Beach  AF  Base,  Myrtle  Reach.  SC,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Ent  AF 
Base  and  Peterson  Field,  Colorado 
Springs,  CO;  Fitssimons,  General  Hos¬ 
pital,  Denver,  CO;  Fort  Carson,  Colorado 
Springs,  CO;  Lowry  AF  Base,  Denver, 
CO;  US  AF  Academy,  Colorado  Springs, 
CO;  Chanute  AF  Base,  Rantoul,  IL; 
Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  IL;  Jo¬ 
liet  Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL; 
Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  IL; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview,  IL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  IL;  Scott 
AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom  AF  Base, 
Pern,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammunition  De¬ 
pot,  Crane,  IN;  Forbes  AF  Base.  Topeka, 
KB;  Fort  Leavenworth,  Leavenworth, 
KS;  Fort  Riley,  Junction  City,  KS;  Mc- 
Connel  AF  Base,  Wichita,  KS;  Fort 
Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY ;  Fort  Knox, 
Fort  Knox,  KY;  Kincheloe  AF  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base, 
Gwlnn,  MI;  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith 
AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Fort  Leon¬ 
ard  Wood,  Waynesvllle,  MO;  Richards  - 
Gebaur  AF  Base,  Kansas  City,  MO; 
Whiteman  AF  Base,  Knob  Nos  ter,  MO; 
Offut  AF  Base,  Omaha,  NE;  Grand  Forks 
AF  Base,  Emerado,  ND;  Minot  AF  Base, 
Minot.  ND;  Loekburne  AF  Base,  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH;  Wright- Patterson  AF  Base, 
Dayton,  OH;  Aitus  AF  Base,  Altus,  OK; 


Fort  Sill,  Lawton,  OK;  Tinker  AF  Base, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK;  Vance  AF  Base, 
Enid,  OK;  Ellsworth  AF  Base,  Rapid 
City,  SD;  Bergstrom  AF  Base,  Austin, 
TX;  Brooks  AF  Base,  San  Antonio,  TX; 
Carswell  AF  Base,  Fort  Worth,  TX; 
Dyess  AF  Base,  Abilene,  TX;  Naval  Air 
Station,  Dallas,  TX;  Fort  Bliss,  El  Paso, 
TX;  Fort  Hood;  Killeen,  TX,  Fort  Sam 
Houston,  San  Antonio,  TX;  Fort  Wolters, 
Mineral  Wells,  TX;  Goodfellow  AF  Base, 
San  Angelo,  TX;  Kelly  AF  Base,  San 
Antonio,  TX;  Lackland  AF  Base,  San 
Antonio,  TX;  Laredo  AF  Base,  Laredo, 
TX;  Laughlin  AF  Base,  Del  Rio,  TX; 
Naval  Air  Station  Chase  Field,  Beevllle, 
TX;  Naval  Air  Station,  Kingsville,  TX; 
Randolph  AF  Base,  Universal  City,  TX; 
Reese  AF  Base,  Lubbock,  TX;  Sheppard 
AF  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  TX;  Webb  AF 
Base,  Big  Spring,  TX;  and  Camp  McCoy, 
Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part  of 
Ohio.  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 
Ohio  state  line,  and  extending  along  US 
Hwy  422  to  junction  US  Hwy  62,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  62. to  junction  US  Hwy 
40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  Spring- 
field,  OH,  thence  along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  junction  US  Hwy  36,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  36  to  the  Hlinois-Missouri 
State  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E82) ,  filed  June 
4,  1974.  Applicant:  Sherwood  Van  Lines, 
Inc.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San  Antonio, 
TX  78219.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776  Broadway, 
New  York,  NY  10019.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Pease  AF  Base, 
Portsmouth,  NH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Craig  AF  Base,  Selma,  AL; 
Fort  McClellan,  Anniston.  AL;  Fort 
Rucker,  Ozark,  AL;  Gunter  AF  Base, 
Montgomery,  AL;  Maxwell  AF  Base, 
Montgomery,  AL;  Redstone  Arsenal, 
Huntsville,  AL;  Blytheville  AF  Base, 
Blytheville,  AR;  Little  Rock  AF  Base, 
Jacksonville,  AR;  Ent  AF  Base  and 
Peterson  Field,  Colorado  Springs,  CO; 
Fltzsimons  General  Hospital,  Denver, 
CO;  Fort  Carson,  Colorado  Springs,  CO; 
Lowry  AF  Base,  Denver,  CO;  US  AF 
Academy.  Colorado  Springs,  CO;  Eglln 
AF  Base,  Valparaso,  FL;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Pensacola,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station 
Whiting  Field,  Milton,  FL;  Tyndall  AF 
Base,  Panama  City,  FL;  Fort  Bennlng, 
Columbus,  GA;  Chanute  AF  Base,  Ran¬ 
toul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan,  Highland  Park, 
IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammunition  Depot, 
Joliet,  IL;  Savanna  Army  Depot,  Sa¬ 
vanna,  IL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview, 
IL;  Naval  Training  Center,  Great  Lakes, 
IL;  Scott  AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom 
AF  Base,  Peru,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Har¬ 
rison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammuni¬ 
tion  Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Forbes  AF  Base, 
Topeka,  KS;  Fort  Leavenworth,  Leaven¬ 
worth,  KS;  Fort  Riley,  Junction  City, 
KS;  McConnell  AF  Base,  Wichita,  KS; 
Fort  Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY;  Fort 


Knox,  Fort  Knox,  KY;  Barksdale  AF 
Base,  Shreveport,  LA. 

England  AF  Base,  Alexandria,  LA; 
Fort  Polk,  Leesville,  LA;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  New  Orleans,  LA;  Kincheloe  AF 
Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer 
AF  Base,  Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI; 
Wurtsmith  AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth 
Inti  Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Columbus  AF 
Base,  Columbus,  MS;  Keesler  AF  Base, 
Biloxi,  MS;  Naval  Air  Station,  Meridian, 
MS;  Naval  Construction  Battalion,  Gulf¬ 
port,  MS;  Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Waynes  - 
ville,  MO;  Richards-Gebaur  AF  Base. 
Kansas  City,  MO;  Whiteman  AF  Base, 
Knob  Noster,  MO;  Offutt  AF  Base,  Oma¬ 
ha,  NE ;  Grand  Forks  AF  Base,  Emerado, 
ND;  Minot  AF  Base,  Minot,  ND;  Lock- 
bourne  AF  Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wright 
Patterson  AF  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Altus 
AF  Base,  Altus,  OK;  Fort  Sill,  Lawton, 
OK;  Tinker  AF  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK;  Vance  AF  Base,  Enid,  OK;  Ells¬ 
worth  AF  Base,  Rapid  City,  SD;  Arnold 
AF  Station,  Tullahoma,  TN;  Naval  Air 
Station  Memphis,  Millington,  TN;  Berg¬ 
strom  AF  Base,  Austin,  TX;  Brooks  AF 
Base,  San  Antonio,  TX;  Carswell  AF 
Base.  Fort  Worth,  TX;  Dyess  AF  Base, 
Abilene,  TX;  Ellington  AF  Base,  Hous¬ 
ton.  TX;  Naval  Air  Station,  Dallas.  TX; 
Fort  Bliss,  El  Paso,  TX;  Fort  Hood,  Kil¬ 
leen,  TX;  Fort  Sam  Houston.  San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX;  Fort  Wolters,  Mineral  Wells, 
TX;  Goodfellow  AF  Base,  San  Angelo, 
TX;  Kelly  AF  Base,  San  Antonio,  TX; 
Lackland  AF  Base,  San  Antonio,  TX; 
Laredo  AF  Base,  Laredo,  TX;  Laughlin 
AF  Base,  Del  Rio,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Corpus  Christi,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station 
Chase  Field,  Beevllle,  TX;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Kingsville,  TX;  Randolph  AF  Base, 
Universal  City,  TX;  Reese  AF  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  TX;  Sheppard  AF  Base,  Wichita 
Falls,  TX. 

Webb  AF  Base,  Big  Spring,  TX;  and 
Camp  McCoy,  Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or 
that  part  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-Ohlo  state  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  US  Hwy  422  to  junction 
US  Hwy  62,  thence  along  US  Hwy  62  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  OH,  thence  along 
Ohio  Hwy  440  to  junction  US  Hwy  40, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  junction  US 
Hwy  36,  thence  along  US  Hwy  36,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  36  to  the  Illinois-Mlssouri 
state  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E83) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  Goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Forbes  Air  Force  Base,  Topeka,  KS,  and 
Fort  Riley,  Junction  City,  KS,  cm  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  Craig  Air 
Force  Base,  Selma,  AL;  Fbrt  McClellan, 
Anniston,  AL;  Fort  Rucker,  Ozark,  AL; 
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Gunter  Air  Force  Base,  Montgomery,  AL; 
Redstone  Arsenal,  Huntsville,  AL; 
Blythevllle  Air  Force  Base,  Blythevllle, 
AR;  Naval  Submarine  Base  New  London, 
Groton,  CT;  Pentagon,  Arlington  Hall 
Station,  Henderson  Hall,  and  Navy  Secu¬ 
rity  Station,  District  of  Columbia;  An¬ 
drews  Air  Force  Base,  Camp  Springs, 
MD;  Bolling  AF  Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer. 
Arlington,  VA;  Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cam¬ 
eron  Station,  Alexandria,  VA;  Walter 
Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  DC ;  National 
Naval  Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  MD; 
Naval  Station,  DC;  Eglln  AF  Base,  Val¬ 
paraiso,  FL;  Homestead  AF  Base,  Home¬ 
stead,  FL;  McDill  AF  Base,  Tampa,  FL; 
McCoy  AF  Base,  Orlando,  FL;  Naval  Air 
Station  Cecil  Field,  Jacksonville,  FL; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Jacksonville,  FL; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola,  FL;  Naval 
Station,  Mayport,  FL;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion.  Whiting  Field,  Milton,  FL;  Naval 
Station,  Key  West,  FL;  Naval  Training 
Center,  Orlando,  FL;  Patrick  AF  Base, 
Cocoa  Beach,  FL;  Tyndall  AF  Base,  Pan¬ 
ama  City,  FL;  Atlanta  Army  Depot,  For¬ 
est  Park,  GA;  Fort  Benning,  Columbus, 
GA;  Fort  Gordon,  Augusta,  GA;  Fort 
McPherson,  Atlanta,  GA;  Fort  Stewart, 
Hlnesvllle,  GA;  Hunter  Army  Airfield, 
Savannah,  GA;  Marine  Corps  Supply 
Center,  Albany,  GA;  Dobbins  AF  Base, 
Marietta,  GA;  Moody  AF  Base,  Valdosta, 
GA;  Naval  Air  Station,  Albany,  GA; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  GA;  Robins 
AF  Base,  Warner  Robins,  GA;  Chanute 
AP  Base,  Rantoul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan, 
Highland  Park,  IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammu¬ 
nition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL;  Savannah  Army 
Depot,  Savanna,  IL;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Glenview,  IL;  Naval  Training  Center, 
Great  Lakes,  IL. 

Scott  AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom 
AF  Base,  Peru,  IN ;  Fort  Benjamin  Har¬ 
rison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammuni¬ 
tion  Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort  Campbell, 
Hopkinsville,  KY ;  Fort  Knox,  Fort  Knox, 
KT;  Naval  Air  Station,  New  Orleans,  LA; 
Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aberdeen, 
MD;  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Edgewood,  MD; 
Port  Detrick,  Frederick,  MD;  Fort  Hola- 
blrd,  Baltimore,  MD;  Fort  George  Meade, 
Laurel,  MD;  Fort  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent,  Patuxent 
River,  MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis, 
MD;  Naval  Training  Center,  Balnbrldge, 
MD;  Port  Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air 
Station,  South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG  Han¬ 
som  Field,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AF  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Klncheloe  AF  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Klncheloe  AF  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI ;  KI  Sawyer  AF  Base, 
Gwinn,  MI ;  Selfridge  Air  National  Guard 
Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith 
AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Columbus  AF  Base, 
Columbus,  MS;  Keesler  AF  Base,  Biloxi, 
MS;  Naval  Air  Station,  Meridian,  MS; 
Naval  Construction  Battalion,  Gulfport, 
MS;  Pease  AF  Base,  Portsmouth,  NH; 
Fort  Dix,  Wrightstown,  NJ;  Fort  Mon¬ 
mouth,  Oceanport,  NJ;  McGuire  AF 
Base,  Wrightstown,  NJ;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Lakehurst,  NJ ;  Camp  Drum,  Water- 
town,  NY ;  Fort  Hamilton,  Brooklyn,  NY; 
Fort  Wadsworth,  Staten  Island,  NY ;  US 
Coast  Guard  Base,  Governor’s  Island, 
NY;  Griffiss  AF  Base,  Rome,  NY;  Han¬ 
cock  Field,  Syracuse,  NY ;  Plattsburg  AF 
Base,  Plattsburg,  NY;  Naval  Hospital* 


Saint  Albans,  NY;  Seneca  Army  Depot, 
Romulus,  NY;  Stewart  Field,  Newburgh, 
NY;  US  Military  Academy,  West  Polnte, 
NY;  Lockboume  AF  Base,  Columbus, 
OH;  Wright-Patterson  AF  Base,  Dayton, 
OH;  Army  War  College,  Carlisle  Bar¬ 
racks,  PA;  Letterkenny  Army  Depot, 
Chambersburg,  PA;  Naval  Base,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  PA;  New  Cumberland  Army  De¬ 
pot,  New  Cumberland,  PA;  Tobyhanna 
Army  Depot,  Tobyhanna,  PA;  Defense 
Activities,  Mechanlcsburg,  PA;  Valley 
Forge  General  Hospital,  Phoenix ville, 
PA;  Charleston  AF  Base,  Charleston,  SC; 
Fort  Jackson,  Columbia,  SC;  Marine 
Corps  Air  Station,  Beaufort,  SC,  Marine 
Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  SC; 
Myrtle  Beach  AF  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  SC. 

Naval  Base,  Charleston,  SC;  Polaris 
Missile  Facility,  Charleston,  SC;  Shaw 
AF  Base,  Sumter,  SC;  Arnold  AF  Sta¬ 
tion,  Tullahoma,  TN ;  Naval  Air  Station 
Memphis,  Millington,  TN;  Fort  Belvolr, 
Alexandria,  VA;  Fort  Eustls,  Newport 
News,  VA;  Fort  Lee,  Petersburg,  VA; 
Fort  Monroe,  Hampton,  VA;  Fort  Story, 
Virginia  Beach,  VA;  Langley  AF  Base, 
Hampton,  VA;  Marine  Corps  School, 
Quantico,  VA;  Naval  Air  Station,  Oce¬ 
ana,  Oceana,  VA;  Naval  Amphibious 
Base,  Little  Creek,  VA;  Naval  Shipyard 
Norfolk,  Portsmouth,  VA;  Naval  Station, 
Norfolk,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Labora¬ 
tory,  Dahlgren,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Sta¬ 
tion,  Yorktown,  VA;  Defense  General 
Supply  Center,  Richmond,  VA;  and  Vint 
Hill  Farms  Station,  Warrentown,  VA. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  St.  Louis,  MS,  or  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY,  or  that  part  of  Ohio,  Indiana, 
and  Illinois  and  on  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohio  state 
line,  and  extending  along  US  Hwy  422 
to  Junction  US  Hwy  62,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  62  to  Junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence 
along  US  Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  Ohio, 
thence  along  Ohio  Hwy  440  to  junction 
US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to 
Junction  US  Hwy  36,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  36  to  the  Illinois -Missouri  State 
Line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E84) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  between  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Leavenworth,  KS,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Craig  AF 
Base,  Selma,  AL;  Fort  McClellan,  Annis¬ 
ton,  AL;  Fort  Rucker,  Ozark,  AL;  Gunter 
AF  Base,  Montgomery,  AL;  Maxwell  AF 
Base,  Montgomery,  AL;  Redstone  Arse¬ 
nal,  Huntsville,  AL;  Blytheville  AF  Base, 
Blythevllle,  AR;  Naval  Submarine  Base 
New  London,  Groton,  CT;  Pentagon, 
Arlington  Hall  Station,  Henderson  Hall, 
and  Navy  Security  Station,  DC;  Andrews 
AF  Base,  Camp  Springs,  MD;  Bolling  AF 
Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer,  Arlington,  VA; 
Fort  McNair,  DC;  Cameron  Station, 
Alexandria,  VA;  Walter  Reed  Army 
Medical  Center,  DC;  National  Naval 
Medical  Center,  Bethesda,  MD;  Naval 


Station,  DC;  Eglln  AF  Base,  Valparaiso, 
FL;  Homestead  AF  Base,  Homestead,  FL; 
McDill  AF  Base,  Tampa,  FL;  McCoy  AF 
Base,  Orlando,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station 
Cecil  Field,  Jacksonville,  FL;  Naval  Air 
Station,  Jacksonville,  FL;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Pensacola,  FL;  Naval  Station,  May- 
port,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station  Whiting 
Field,  Milton,  FL;  Naval  Station,  Key 
West,  FL;  Naval  Training  Center, 
Orlando,  FL;  Patrick  AF  Base,  Cocoa 
Beach,  FL;  Tyndall  AF  Base,  Panama 
City,  FL;  Atlanta  Army  Depot,  Forest 
Park,  GA;  Fort  Benning,  Columbus,  GA; 
Fort  Gordon,  Augusta,  GA. 

Fort  McPherson,  Atlanta,  GA;  Fort 
Steward,  hlnesvllle,  GA;  Hunter  Army 
Airfield,  Savannah,  GA;  Marine  Corps 
Supply  Center,  Albany,  GA;  Dobbins  AF 
Base.  Marietta,  GA;  Moody  AF  Base, 
Valdosta,  GA;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco, 
GA;  Robins  AF  Base,  Warner  Robins, 
GA;  Chanute  AF  Base,  Rantoul,  IL;  Fort 
Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  IL;  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL; 
Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  IL; 
Naval  Air  Station.  Glenview,  IL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  IL;  Scott 
AF  Base,  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom  AF  Base, 
Peru,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammunition 
Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Fort  Campbell,  Hop¬ 
kinsville,  KY;  Fort  Knox,  Fort  Knox, 
KY;  Naval  Air  Station,  New  Orleans, 
LA;  Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aber¬ 
deen,  MD;  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Edgewood, 
MD;  Fort  Detrlck,  Frederick,  MD;  Fort 
Holablrd,  Baltimore,  MD;  Fort  George 
Meade,  Laurel,  MD;  Fort  Richie,  Cas¬ 
cade,  MD;  Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent, 
Patuxent  River,  MD;  Naval  Academy, 
Annapolis,  MD;  Naval  Training  Center, 
Balnbrldge,  MD;  Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA; 
Naval  Air  Station,  South  Weymouth, 
MA;  LG  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  MA; 
Otis  AF  Base,  Falmouth,  MA;  Westover 
AF  Base,  Springfield,. MA;  Klncheloe  AF 
Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer 
AF  Base,  Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI; 
Wurtsmith  AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Colum¬ 
bus  AF  Base,  Columbus,  MS;  Keesler  AF 
Base,  Biloxi,  MS;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Meridian,  MS;  Naval  Construction  Bat¬ 
talion,  Gulfport,  MS;  Pease  AF  Base, 
Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix,  Wrightstown, 
NJ;  Fort  Monmouth,  Oceanport,  NJ; 
McGuire  AF  Base,  Wrightstown,  NJ; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  NJ ;  Camp 
Drum,  Watertown,  NY;  Fort  Hamilton, 
Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort  Wadsworth,  Staten 
Island,  NY ;  US  Coast  Guard  Base,  Gov¬ 
ernor’s  Island,  NY;  Griffiss  AF  Base, 
Rome,  NY;  Hancock  Field,  Syracuse,  NY; 
Plattsburg  AF  Base,  Plattsburg,  NY. 

Naval  Hospital,  St.  Albans,  NY ;  Sene¬ 
ca  Army  Depot,  Romulus,  NY;  Stewart 
Field,  Newburgh,  NY;  US  Military  Acad¬ 
emy,  West  Point,  NY;  Lockbourne  AF 
Base,  Columbus,  OH:  Wright-Patterson 
AF  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Army  War  Col¬ 
lege,  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Letterkenny 
Army  Depot,  Chambersburg,  PA;  Naval 
Base,  Philadelphia,  PA;  New  Cumber¬ 
land  Army  Depot,  New  Cumberland,  PA; 
Tobyhanna  Army  Depot,  Tobyhanna, 
PA;  Defense  Activities,  Mechanicsburg, 
PA;  Valley  Forge  General  Hospital, 
Phoenixville,  PA;  Charleston  AF  Base, 
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Charleston.  SC;  Fort  Jackson.  Columbia, 
SC;  Marine  Corps  Air  Station,  Beaufort, 
SC;  Marine  Corps  Recruit  Depot,  Parris 
Island.  SC;  Myrtle  Beach  AF  Base. 
Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Naval  Base,  Charles¬ 
ton,  SC;  Polaris  Missile  Facility,  Char¬ 
leston,  SC:  Shaw  AF  Base,  Sumter,  SC; 
Arnold  AF  Station,  Tullahoma,  TN ; 
Naval  Air  Station  Memphis,  Millington, 
TN;  Fort  Belvoir,  Alexandria,  VA;  Fort 
Eustis,  Newport  News,  VA;  Fort  Lee, 
Petersburg,  VA;  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton, 
VA;  Fort  Story,  Virginia  Beach,  VA; 
Langley  AF  Base,  Hampton,  VA;  Marine 
Corps  School,  Quantico,  VA;  Naval  Air 
Station  Oceana,  Oceana,  VA;  Naval  Am¬ 
phibious  Base,  Little  Creek,  VA;  Naval 
Shipyard  Norfolk,  Portsmouth,  VA;  Naval 
Station,  Norfolk,  VA;  Naval  Weapons 
Laboratory,  Dahlgren,  VA;  Naval  Wea¬ 
pons  Station,  Yorktown,  VA;  Defense 
General  Supply  Center,  Richmond,  VA; 
and  Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Warren- 
ton,  VA.  The  purpose  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  St.  Louis, 
MO,  or  Louisville,  KY,  or  that  part  of 
Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla- 
Ohio  State  Line,  and  extending  along 
US  Hwy  422  to  junction  US  Hwy  62, 
thence  along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction 
US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US  Hwy  40 
to  Springfield,  OH,  thence  along  Ohio 
Hwy  440  to  junction  US  Hwy  40,  to  junc¬ 
tion  US  Hwy  36  thence  along  US  Hwy 
36  to  the  Illinois-Missouri  State  Line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E87),  filed  June 
4.  1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio.  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative  :  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Craig  AF  Base,  Selma,  AL;  Fort 
McClellan,  Anniston,  AL;  Fort  Rucker, 
Ozark,  AL;  Gunter  AF  Base,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  AL;  Maxwell  AF  Base,  Montgom¬ 
ery,  AL;  Redstone  Arsenal,  Huntsville, 
AL;  Blytheville  AF  Base,  Blytheville, 
AR;  Little  Rock  AF  Base,  Jacksonville, 
AR;  Ent  AF  Base  &  Peterson  Field, 
Colorado  Springs,  CO;  Fitzimmons  Gen¬ 
eral  Hospital,  Denver,  CO;  Fort  Carson, 
Colorado  Springs,  CO;  Lowry  AF  Base 
Denver,  CO;  US  AF  Academy,  Colorado 
Springs,  CO;  Naval  Submarine  Base 
New  London,  Groton,  CT;  Pentagon,  Ar¬ 
lington  Hall  Station,  Henderson  Hall, 
and  Navy  Security  Station,  DC;  Andrews 
AF  Base,  Camp  Springs,  MD;  Bolling  AF 
Base,  DC;  Fort  Myer,  Arlington,  VA;  Fort 
McNair,  DC;  Cameron  Station,  Alexan¬ 
dria,  VA;  Walter  Reed  Army  Medical 
Center,  DC;  National  Naval  Medical  Cen¬ 
ter,  Bethesda,  MD;  Naval  Station,  DC; 
Eglin  AF  Base,  Valparaiso,  FL;  Home¬ 
stead  AF  Base,  Homestead,  FL;  McDill 
AF  Base,  Tampa,  FL;  McCoy  AF  Base, 
Orlando,  FL. 

Naval  Air  Station  Cecil  Field,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola, 
FL;  Naval  Station,  Mayport,  FTj;  Naval 
Air  Station  Whiting  Field,  Milton,  FL; 


Naval  Station,  Key  West,  FL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Orlando,  FL;  Patrick 
AF  Base.  Cocoa  Beach,  FL;  Tyndall  AF 
Base.  Panama  City,  FL;  Atlanta  Army 
Depot,  Forest  Park,  GA;  Fort  Benning, 
Columbus,  GA;  Fort  Gordon,  Augusta, 
GA;  Fort  McPherson,  Atlanta,  GA;  Fort 
Stewart,  Hinesville,  GA;  Hunter  Army 
Airfield,  Savanna,  GA;  Marine  Corps 
Supply  Center,  Albany,  GA;  Dobbins  AF 
Base.  Marietta,  GA;  Moody  AF  Base, 
Valdosta,  GA;  Naval  Air  Station,  Albany, 
GA;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glynco,  GA; 
Robins  AF  Base,  Warner  Robins,  GA; 
Chanute  AF  Base,  Rantoul,  IL;  Fort 
Sheridan,  Highland  Park,  IL;  Joliet 
Army  Ammunition  Depot,  Joliet,  IL; 
Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savanna,  IL; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview,  IL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Great  Lakes,  IL;  Scott 
AF  Base.  Belleville,  IL;  Grissom  AF  Base, 
Peru,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Harrison,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammunition 
Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Forbes  AF  Base,  To¬ 
peka.  KS;  Fort  Leavenworth,  Leaven¬ 
worth,  KS;  Fort  Riley,  Junction  City, 
KS;  McConnell  AF  Base,  Wichita,  KS; 
Fort  Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY;  Fort 
Knox.  Fort  Knox,  KY;  Barksdale  AF 
Base,  Shreveport,  LA;  England  AF  Base, 
Alexandria,  LA;  Fort  Polk,  Leesville,  LA; 
Naval  Air  Statical,  New  Orleans,  LA; 
Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aberdeen, 
MD;  Edge  wood  Arsenal,  Edgewood  Ar¬ 
senal,  MD;  Fort  De trick,  Frederick,  MD; 
Fort  Holablrd,  Baltimore,  MD;  Fort 
George  Meade,  Laurel,  MD;  Fort  Ritchie, 
Cascade,  MD;  Naval  Air  Station,  Patux¬ 
ent  River,  MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annap¬ 
olis,  MD;  Naval  Training  Center,  Bain- 
bridge,  MD;  Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA; 
Naval  Air  Station,  South  Weymouth, 
MA;  LG  Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  MA; 
Otis  AF  Base,  Falmouth,  MA;  Westover 
AF  Base,  Springfield,  MA;  Kincheloe  AF 
Base,  Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer 
AF  Base,  Gwinn,  MI. 

Selfridge  Air  National  Guard  Base. 
Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurtsmith  AF 
Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  International 
Airport,  Duluth,  MN ;  Columbus  AF  Base, 
Columbus,  MS;  Keesler  AF  Base,  Biloxi, 
MS;  Naval  Air  Station,  Meridian,  MS; 
Naval  Construction  Battalion,  Gulfport, 
MS;  Fort  Leonard  Wood,  Waynes ville, 
MO;  Richards-Gebaur  AF  Base,  Kansas 
City,  MO;  Whiteman  AF  Base,  Knob 
Noster,  MO;  Offutt  AF  Base,  Omaha,  NE; 
Pease  AF  Base,  Portsmouth.  NH;  Fort 
Dix,  Wrightstown,  NJ;  Fort  Monmouth, 
Ocean  port,  NJ;  McGuire  AF  Base, 
Wrightstown,  NJ;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Lakehurst,  NJ ;  Camp  Drum,  Watertown, 
NY;  Fort  Hamilton,  Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort 
Wadsworth,  Staten  Island,  NY;  US 
Coast  Guard  Base,  Governor’s  Island, 
NY;  Grifflss  AF  Base,  Rome,  NY;  Han¬ 
cock  Field,  Syracuse,  NY ;  Plattsburg  AF 
Base,  Plattsburg,  NY;  Naval  Hospital, 
Saint  Albans,  NY;  Seneca  Army  Depot, 
Romulus,  NY;  Stewart  Field,  Newburg, 
NY;  US  Military  Academy,  West  Point, 
NY ;  Grand  Forks  AF  Base,  Emerado,  ND ; 
Minot  AF  Base,  Minot,  ND;  Lockboume 
AF  Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wright- 
Patterson  AF  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Altus 
AF  Base,  Altus,  OK;  Fort  Sill,  Lawton, 
OK;  Tinker  AF  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 


OK;  Vance  AF  Base,  Enid,  OK;  Army 
War  College,  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA;  Let- 
terkenny  Army  Depot,  Chambersburg, 
PA;  Naval  Base,  Philadelphia,  PA;  New 
Cumberland  Army  Depot,  New  Cumber¬ 
land,  PA;  Tobyhanna  Army*  Depot, 
Tobyhanna,  PA;  Defense  Activities, 
Mechanicsburg,  PA;  Valley  Forge  Gen¬ 
eral  Hospital,  Phoenix  ville,  PA;  Charles¬ 
ton  AF  Base,  Charleston,  SC ;  Fort  Jack- 
son,  Columbia,  SC;  Marine  Corps  Air 
Station,  Beaufort,  SC;  Marine  Corps  Re¬ 
cruit  Depot,  Parris  Island,  SC;  Myrtle 
Beach  AF  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  SC. 

Naval  Base,  Charleston,  SC;  Polaris 
Missile  Facility,  Charleston,  SC;  Shaw 
AF  Base,  Sumter,  SC;  Ellsworth  AF  Base, 
Rapid  City,  SD;  Arnold  AF  Base,  Tula- 
homa,  TN;  Naval  Air  Station  Memphis, 
Millington,  TN;  Bergstrom  AF  Base, 
Austin,  TX;  Brooks  AF  Base,  San  An¬ 
tonio,  TX;  Carswell  AF  Base,  Fort 
Worth,  TX;  Dyess  AF  Base,  Abilene,  TX; 
Ellington  AF  Base,  Houston,  TX;  Naval 
Air  Station,  Dallas,  TX;  Fort  Bliss,  El 
Paso,  TX;  Fort  Hood,  Killeen,  TX;  Fort 
Sam  Houston,  San  Antonio,  TX;  Fort 
Wolters,  Mineral  Wells,  TX;  Goodfellow 
AF  Base,  San  Angelo,  TX;  Kelly  AF  Base, 
San  Antonio,  TX;  Lackland  AF  Base, 
San  Antonio,  TX;  Laredo  AF  Base, 
Laredo,  TX;  Laughlin  AF  Base,  Del  Rio, 
TX;  Naval  Air  Station,  Corpus  Chris ti, 
TX;  Naval  Air  Station  Chase  Field,  Bee- 
ville,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station,  Kingsville, 
TX;  Randolph  AF  Base,  Universal  City, 
TX;  Reese  Air  Base,  Lubbock,  TX; 
Sheppard  AF  Base,  Wichita  Falls,  TX; 
Webb  AF  Base,  Big  Springs,  TX;  Fort 
Belvoir,  Alexandria,  VA;  Fort  Eustis, 
Newport  News,  VA;  Fort  Lee,  Petersburg, 
VA;  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton,  VA;  Fort 
Story,  Virginia  Beach,  VA;  Langley  AF 
Base,  Hampton,  VA;  Marine  Corps 
School,  Quantico,  VA;  Naval  Air  Station 
Oceana,  Oceana,  VA;  Naval  Amphibious 
Base,  Little  Creek,  VA;  Naval  Shipyard 
Norfolk,  Portsmouth,  VA;  Naval  Station 
Norfolk,  Norfolk,  VA;  Naval  Weapons 
Laboratory,  Dahlgren,  VA;  Naval  Weap¬ 
ons  Station,  Yorktown,  VA;  Defense 
General  Supply  Center,  Richmond,  VA; 
Vint  Hill  Farms  Station,  Warrenton, 
VA;  and  Camp  McCoy,  Sparta,  WI.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  St.  Louis,  MO,  or  Louisville, 
KY,  or  that  part  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and 
Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohlo  state  line,  and 
extending  along  US  Hwy  422  to  junction 
US  Hwy  62,  thence  along  US  Hwy  62,  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  thence  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  Springfield,  OH,  thence  along 
Ohio  Hwy  440  to  junction  US  Hwy  40 
thence  along  US  Hwy  40  to  junction  US 
Hwy  36,  thence  along  US  Hwy  36  to  the 
Illinois-Missouri  state  line. 

No.  MC  111823  (Sub-E98) ,  filed  June  4, 
1974.  Applicant:  SHERWOOD  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  4322  Milling  Road,  San 
Antonio,  TX  78219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  Common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  between 
Fort  Knox-Louisville,  KY,  on  the  one 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  161— TUESDAY,  AUGUST  19,  1975 


NOTICES 


36193 


hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Craig  AF  Base, 
Selma,  AL;  Fort  McClellan,  Anniston, 
AL;  Fort  Rucker,  Ozark,  AL;  Gunter  AF 
Base,  Montgomery,  AL;  Maxwell  AF 
Base,  Montgomery,  AL;  Redstone  Arse¬ 
nal,  Huntsville,  AL;  Blytheville  AF  Base, 
Blytheville,  AR;  Little  Rock  AF  Base, 
Jacksonville,  AR;  Ent  AF  Base  &  Peter - 
CO;  Fort  Carson,  Colorado  Springs,  CO; 
Fitzimmons  General  Hospital,  Denver, 
CO;  Fort  Carson,  Colorado  Springs,  CO; 
Lowry  AF  Base,  Denver,  CO;  US  AF 
Academy,  Colorado  Springs,  CO;  Naval 
Submarine  Base  New  London,  Groton, 
CT;  Pentagon,  Arlington  Hall  Station, 
Henderson  Hall,  and  Navy  Security  Sta¬ 
tion,  DC;  Andrews  AF  Base,  Camp 
Springs,  MD;  Bolling  AF  Base,  DC; 
Fort  Myer,  Arlington,  VA;  Fort  McNair, 
DC;  Cameron  Station,  Alexandria,  VA; 
Walter  Reed  Army  Medical  Center,  DC; 
National  Naval  Medical  Center,  Be- 
thesda,  MD;  Naval  Station,  DC;  Eglln 
AF  Base,  Valparaiso,  FL;  Homestead  AF 
Base,  Homestead,  FL;  McDUl  AF  Base, 
Tampa,  FL;  McCoy  AF  Base,  Orlando, 
FL;  Naval  Air  Station  Cecil  Field,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  FL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Pensacola, 
FL;  Naval  Station,  Mayport,  FL;  Naval 
Air  Station,  Whiting  Field,  Milton,  FL; 
Naval  Station,  Key  West,  FL;  Naval 
Training  Center,  Orlando,  FL;  Patrick 
AF  Base,  Cocoa  Beach,  FL;  Tyndall  AF 
Base,  Panama  City,  FL. 

Atlanta  Army  Depot,  Forest  Park,  GA; 
Fort  Bennlng,  Columbus,  GA;  Fort  Gor¬ 
don,  Augusta,  GA;  Fort  McPherson, 
Atlanta,  GA;  Fort  Stewart,  Hinesville, 
GA;  Hunter  Army  Airfield,  Savanna, 
GA;  Marine  Corps  Supply  Center, 
Albany,  GA;  Dobbins  AF  Base,  Marietta, 
GA;  Moody  AF  Base.  Valdosta,  GA; 
Naval  Air  Station,  Albany,  GA;  Naval  Air 
Station,  Glynco,  GA;  Robins  AF  Base, 
Warner  Robins,  GA;  Chanute  AF  Base, 
Ran  to  ul,  IL;  Fort  Sheridan,  Highland 
Park,  IL;  Joliet  Army  Ammunition  Depot, 
Joliet,  IL;  Savanna  Army  Depot,  Savan¬ 
na,  IL;  Naval  Air  Station,  Glenview,  IL; 
Naval  Training  Center.  Great  Lakes,  EL; 
Scott  AF  Base,  Belleville.  IL;  Grissom 
AF  Base,  Peru,  IN;  Fort  Benjamin  Har¬ 
rison,  Indianapolis,  IN;  Naval  Ammuni¬ 
tion  Depot,  Crane,  IN;  Forbes  AF  Base, 
Topeka,  KS;  Fort  Leavenworth,  Leaven¬ 
worth  KS;  Fort  Riley,  Junction  City,  KS; 
McConnell  AF  Base,  Wichita,  KS;  Port 
Campbell,  Hopkinsville,  KY;  Fort  Knox, 
Fort  Knox,  KY;  Barksdale  AF  Base, 
Shereveport,  LA;  England  AF  Base, 
Alexandria,  LA;  Fort  Polk,  Leesville,  LA; 
Naval  Air  Station,  New  Orleans,  LA; 
Aberdeen  Proving  Ground,  Aberdeen, 
MD;  Edgewood  Arsenal,  Edgewood,  MD; 
Fort  De trick,  Frederick,  MD;  Fort  Hola- 
bird,  Baltimore,  MD;  Fort  George  Meade, 
Laurel,  MD;  Fort  Ritchie,  Cascade,  MD; 
Naval  Air  Station  Patuxent,  Patuxent 
River,  MD;  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis, 
MD;  Naval  Training  Center,  Balnbridge, 
MD;  Fort  Devens,  Ayer,  MA;  Naval  Air 
Station,  South  Weymouth,  MA;  LG 
Hanscom  Field,  Bedford,  MA;  Otis  AF 
Base,  Falmouth,  MA;  Westover  AF  Base, 
Springfield,  MA;  Kincheloe  AF  Base, 
Sault  Ste  Marie,  MI;  KI  Sawyer  AF 
Base,  Gwinn,  MI;  Self  ridge  Air  National 


Guard  Base,  Mount  Clemens,  MI;  Wurt- 
smith  AF  Base,  Oscoda,  MI;  Duluth  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Duluth,  MN;  Colum¬ 
bus  AF  Base,  Columbus,  MS;  Keesler  AF 
Base,  Biloxi,  MS;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Meridian,  MS;  Naval  Construction  Bat¬ 
talion,  Gulfport,  MS;  Fort  Leonard 
Wood,  Waynes  ville,  MO;  Richards- 
Gebaur  AF  Base,  Kansas  City,  MO; 
Whiteman  AF  Base,  Knob  Noster,  MO; 
Offutt  AF  Base,  Omaha,  NE;  Pease  AF 
Base,  Portsmouth,  NH;  Fort  Dix, 
Wrlghtstown,  NJ;  Fort  Monmouth, 
Oceanport,  NJ;  McGuire  AF  Base, 
Wrlghtstown,  NJ;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Lakehurst,  NJ;  Camp  Drum,  Watertown, 
NY. 

Port  Hamilton,  Brooklyn,  NY;  Fort 
Wadsworth,  Staten  Island,  NY ;  US  Coast 
Guard  Base,  Governor’s  Island,  NY; 
GrlfBss  AF  Base,  Rome,  NY;  Hancock 
Field,  Syracuse,  NY ;  Plattsburg  AF  Base, 
Plattsburg,  NY;  Naval  Hospital,  Saint 
Albans,  NY;  Seneca  Army  Depot,  Romu¬ 
lus,  NY;  Stewart  Field,  Newburgh,  NY, 
US  Military  Academy,  West  Point,  NY; 
Grand  Forks  AF  Base,  Emerado,  ND; 
Minot  AF  Base,  Minot,  ND;  Lockboume 
AF  Base,  Columbus,  OH;  Wrlght- 
Patterson  AF  Base,  Dayton,  OH;  Altus 
AF  Base,  Altus,  OK;  Fort  Sill,  Lawton, 
OK;  Tinker  AF  Base,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK;  Vance  AF  Base,  Enid,  OK;  Army 
War  Coll  eg  Carlisle  Barracks,  PA; 
Letterkenny  Army  Depot,  Chambers - 
burg,  PA;  Naval  Base,  Philadelphia,  PA; 
New  Cumberland  Army  Depot,  New  Cum¬ 
berland,  PA;  Tobyhanna  Army  Depot, 
Tobyhanna,  PA;  Defense  Activities, 
Mechanics  burg,  PA;  Valley  Forge  Gen¬ 
eral  Hospital,  Phoenlxvllle,  PA;  Charles¬ 
ton  AF  Base,  Charleston,  SC;  Fort  Jack- 
son,  Columbia,  SC;  Marine  Corps  Air 
Station,  Beaufort,  SC;  Marine  Corps  Re¬ 
cruit  Depot,  Paris  Island,  SC;  Myrtle 
Beach  AF  Base,  Myrtle  Beach,  SC;  Naval 
Base,  Charleston,  SC;  Polaris  Missile 
Facility,  Charleston,  SC;  Shaw  AF  Base. 
Sumter,  SC;  Ellsworth  AF  Base,  Rapid 
City,  SD;  Arnold  AF  Station,  Tullahoma, 
TN;  Naval  Air  Station  Memphis,  Milling¬ 
ton,  TN ;  Bergstrom  AF  Base,  Austin,  TX; 
Brooks  AF  Base.  San  Antonio,  TX;  Cars¬ 
well  AF  Base,  Fort  Worth,  TX;  Dyess  AF 
Base,  Abilene,  TX  Ellington  AF  Base, 
Houston,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station,  Dallas, 
TX;  Fort  Bliss,  El  Paso,  TX;  Fort  Hood, 
Killeen,  TX;  Fort  Sam  Houston,  San 
Antonio,  TX;  Fort  Wolters,  Mineral 
Wells,  TX;  Goodfellow  AF  Base,  San 
Angelo,  TX;  Kelly  AF  Base,  San  Antonio, 
TX. 

Lackland  AF  Base,  San  Antonio,  TX; 
Laredo  AF  Base,  Laredo,  TX;  Laughlln 
AF  Base,  Del  Rio,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station, 
Corpus  Christi,  TX;  Naval  Air  Station 
Chase  Field,  Beeville,  TX;  Naval  Air  Sta¬ 
tion,  Kingsville,  TX;  Randolph  AF  Base, 
Universal  City.  TX;  Reese  AF  Base,  Lub¬ 
bock,  TX;  Sheppard  AF  Base,  Wichita 
Falls,  TX;  Webb  AF  Base,  Big  Spring, 
TX;  Fort  Belvolr,  Alexandria,  VA;  Fort 
Eustis,  Newport,  News.  VA;  Fort  Lee, 
Petersburg,  VA;  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton, 
VA;  Fort  Story,  Virginia  Beach,  VA; 
Langley  AF  Base,  Hampton,  VA;  Marine 
Corps  School,  Quantico,  VA;  Naval  Air 
Station  Oceana,  Virginia  Beach,  VA; 


Naval  Amphibious  Base,  Little  Creek,  VA; 
Naval  Shipyard  Norfolk,  Portsmouth, 
VA;  Naval  Weapons  Laboratory,  Dahl- 
gren,  VA;  Naval  Weapons  Station,  York- 
town,  VA;  Defense  General  Supply  Cen¬ 
ter,  Richmond,  VA;  Vint  Hill  Farms  Sta¬ 
tion,  Warren  ton,  VA;  and  Camp  McCoy, 
Sparta,  WI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Louisville, 
KY. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E51),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (A)  Frozen  edible  candy, 
confectionery,  and  confectionery  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicle.  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Topps  Chewing  Gum, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Duryea,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana  (Chattanooga,  Term.)  • ;  (B) 
Unfrozen  confectionery  products  (except 
In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles).  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plant  site  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  to  Toppe  Chewing  Gum,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Duryea,  Pa.,  to  points  In  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  points  In  Kansas  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  160,  and  points  In  Missouri 
on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway  60  and 
Interstate  Highway  44  (Chattanooga, 
Tenn.)  •;  and  (C)  Edible  candy,  con¬ 
fectionery,  and  confectionery  products 
(except  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plant  site  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Topps  Chewing  Gum, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Duryea,  Pa.,  to  points  In 
Oregon  on  and  west  of  U.8.  Highway  395, 
and  points  In  California  (Birmingham, 
Ala.)*.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E124) ,  filed  June 
4, 1974,  Applicant:  COLONIAL  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202. 
Applicant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen 
Heisley,  666  Eleventh  St.,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  (except  frozen  fruits, 
vegetables  and  berries) .  and  frozen  fruits, 
vegetables  and  berries,  when  moving  In 
mixed  loads  with  frozen  foods  (presently 
authorized),  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to 
points  In  Arkansas  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  40.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  points  in  Tennessee  west  of  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  River. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E161>,  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Apjplicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods.  In  vehicles 
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equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 

(1)  from  Albion,  Avon,  Fulton,  Geneseo, 
Holley,  LeRoy,  Medina,  Mount  Morris, 
and  Waterport  N.T.  to  points  in  Florida. 

(2)  from  Way  land  and  Oswego,  NY.,  to 
points  in  Florida  cm  and  south  of  Florida 
Highway  40  and  those  points  in  Florida 
on  and  west  of  UJ5.  Highway  231.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Nashville,  Term,  and  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E162),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  foods,  and 
frozen  edible  cared  meats.  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Boston,  Massachusetts  to  points  in 
Florida  on  and  west  of  Florida  Highway 
87.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn., 
and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-El  63) ,  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  North  East  and  Erie,  Pa.,  to  points 
In  Florida  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  US.  Highway  90  to  junction 
Florida  Highway  20,  to  junction  US. 
Highway  231  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E164),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Florida  on  and  east  of  Florida  Highway 
87.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E165),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods,  (except 
frozen  fruits,  berries,  and  vegetables), 
and  frozen  fruits,  berries,  and  vegetables 
moving  in  mixed  shipments  with  other 
frozen  foods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.,  to  points  in  Florida  on  and 
south  of  Florida  Highway  40  and  points 
in  Florida  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
231,  restricted  against  interlining  with 


connecting  carriers  to  afford  a  through 
service  from  origin  points  In  Virginia 
other  than  Lynchburg.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E166),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods.  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Westfield,  N.Y.,  and  North  East, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Florida  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Alabama-Florida  State 
line  and  extending  along  UJ3.  Highway 
98  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  441,  to  junction 
Florida  Highway  20,  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  207  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC-115841  (Sub  E167),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods.  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  Refrigeration, 
from  points  In  Erie  and  Chautauqua 
Counties,  N.Y.,  to  points  In  Florida.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn.  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E168),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables.  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan  to  points  in  Florida.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn.  and  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E169),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  New  York,  to  points  in 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E170) ,  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Bpx  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Cumberland,  Va.,  to  points  in 
Florida  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  29. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn.  and 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E172),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  fruit  beverages, 
frozen  juices,  and  frozen  concentrates,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Springdale,  Arte,  to 
points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  319.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Tennessee  west  of  the  Tennessee  River, 
and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E173) ,  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods,  in  packages, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E174) ,  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  La  Porte,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn.  and 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E175),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  flavored  frozen  egg  yolks, 
frozen  whole  eggs,  in  mixed  shipments 
with  flavored  frozen  egg  yolks,  and 
frozen  fruits,  in  mixed  shipments  with 
flavored  frozen  egg  yolks  and  frozen 
whole  eggs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (1)  from 
Evansville,  Ind.,  and  Champaign,  HI., 
to  points  in  Florida.  (2)  from  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of 
Florida  Highway  87.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E184),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
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REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  frozen  edible  raw  poultry,  when 
moving  at  the  6ame  time  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  non-exempt  commodities.  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E185),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  fro¬ 
zen  edible  meat  products,  frozen  edible 
meat  by-products,  and  frozen  edible  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Armour  and  Com¬ 
pany,  near  Sterling,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  points  in  Alabama  on  and  east 
of  UJS.  Highway  31  (except  Montgom¬ 
ery),  points  in  South  Carolina  (except 
points  in  Chesterfield  and  Marlboro 
Counties),  and  points  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  south  of  UJS.  Highway  76,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  plant  site.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E187),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Louisiana 
(except  New  Orleans),  and  Tupelo, 
Hattiesburg.  Jackson,  and  Meridian, 
Miss.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E188),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  fro¬ 
zen  edible  meat  products,  and  frozen 
edible  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Atlanta,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Arkansas -Tennessee  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJ3.  Highway  61,  to  Junc¬ 


tion  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  63  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway 
1  to  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  in  Florida.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
ways  of  points  in  the  Montgomery,  Ala., 
Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E189),  filed 
May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  fro¬ 
zen  edible  meat  products,  and  frozen 
edible  meat  by-products  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
West  Richfield,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Florida. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E194),  filed 
May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  and  frozen 
agricultural  commodities  (not  including 
manufactured  products  thereof) ,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  aforementioned 
commodities,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
Knox  County,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Lee  and 
Collier  Counties.  Fla.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E195),  filed 
May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Birmingham,  Ala., 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats, 
frozen  edible  meat  products,  and  frozen 
edible  meat  by-products,  frozen  edible 
dairy  products,  frozen  edible  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
frozen  edible  agricultural  commodities 
(not  including  manufactured  products 
thereof) ,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
aforementioned  commodities,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Knox  County,  Tenn.,  to 
Atlanta,  Ga.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E196),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 


transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  la  Erie  and  Chautauqua 
Counties,  N.Y.;  (a)  to  points  in  Alabama 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Alabama- Georgia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  278  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  31  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (except 
Montgomery),  to  points  in  Florida  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  231,  points  in 
Florida  on  and  south  of  Florida  Highway 
60  (Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.)  * ; 
and  (b)  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  (Nashville, 
Tenn.)*.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E197),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATBD  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  points  in  Erie  and  Chautauqua 
Counties,  N.Y.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E198),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except 
meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission)  ,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  and  Kansas  City.  Kans.,  to  points 
in  Florida  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
231,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  in 
the  Kansas  City,  Mo. -Kans as  City,  Kans., 
commercial  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E220),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Frozen  edible  meats,  frozen 
edible  meat  products,  and  frozen  edible 
meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  Booneville, 
Miss.,  to  (a)  Atlanta,  Ga.  (points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  west  of  the  Tennessee  River,  ex¬ 
cept  Memphis)  *,  and  (b)  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  points  in  South  Carolina 
(except  Chesterfield  and  Marlboro  Coun¬ 
ties)  (points  in  Tennessee  west  of  the 
Tennessee  River  (except  Memphis)  and 
Atlanta,  Ga.)  * .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 
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No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E221),  filed 
May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 

M.  Shaner  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  fruits,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration:  (1)  from  Brockport,  Fairport, 
Ontario,  Geneva,  Marion,  Red  Creek, 
Morton,  Hilton,  Westfield,  North  Rose, 
Sod  us.  Wallington,  Williamson,  Wolcott, 
Marlboro,  Clermont,  Claverack,  Hudson, 
and  Highland,  N.Y.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 
(Chattanooga,  Term.)  •;  and  (2)  from 
Red  Creek,  Wolcott,  and  Walling  ton, 

N. Y.,  to  points  in  South  Carolina  (except 
points  in  Chesterfield  and  Marlboro 
Counties),  and  points  in  North  Carolina 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  85  (Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.)  •.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E347),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  bakery 
goods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  to 
points  in  California.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Union  City  or  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E349),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except 
frozen  fruits,  berries  and  vegetables)  and 
frozen  fruits,  berries  and  vegetables, 
when  moving  in  mixed  loads  therewith 
(except  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles).  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Buffalo,  N.Y„  to  El 
Paso,  Tex.,  restricted  to  shipments  which 
originate  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
points  in  Tennessee  west  of  the  Tennes¬ 
see  River. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E350),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Buffalo,  NY.,  to  points  In  California 
on  and  south  of  California  Highway  78, 
restricted  to  shipments  which  originate 
at  Buffalo,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 


ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  At¬ 
lanta,  GA.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E351),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  vehicles  equip¬ 
ped  with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  north  of  US 
Highway  80  (except  Cullman) ,  to  points 
in  California,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E45) ,  filed  May 
30. 1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nashville, 
Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  along  Interstate  Highway  65  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Al¬ 
ternate  41  to  Clarksville,  thence  along 
U.8.  Highway  79  to  Paris,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  54  to  Dresden, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  22  to 
Union  City,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  5  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  22  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 
21,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  21 
to  the  Tennessee- Arkansas  State  line  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ala- 
bama-Georgia  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  Selma,  thence  along  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  41  to  junction  Alabama 
Highway  30,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  30  to  junction  Alabama  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  along  Alabama  Highway  7 
to  junction  Alabama  Highway  263, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  263  to 
Greenville,  thence  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  45  to  junction  Alabama  Highway  55, 
thence  along  Alabama  Highway  55  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  331,  thence  along 
UJ3.  Highway  331  to  the  Alabama-Florlda 
State  line  (except  Birmingham  and 
points  within  its  commercial  zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E46),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concete  products  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a  line 
extending  along  Tennessee  Highway  96 


from  Triune,  Tenn.,  to  Linton,  Tenn., 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41- 
70  to  Smyrna,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  102  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31-41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31-41 
to  Triune,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Ala¬ 
bama  along  and  south  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Alabama-Georgia  State  line, 
along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  junction  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  21,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  21  to  Anniston,  thence  along 
Alabama  Highway  202  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  78,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
78  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20  to 
Birmingham,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
11  to  Tuscaloosa,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  to  the  Alabama-Mississippl  State 
line  (except  Birmingham  and  points 
within  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission) .  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Ruther¬ 
ford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E47),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a  line 
extending  along  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line,  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
Lebanon,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  to  Cookeville,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  42  to  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Alabama  along  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  along  Alabama  Highway  17 
from  the  Tennessee -Alabama  State  line 
to  Florence,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
43  to  Mobile,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  163  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  (ex¬ 
cept  Birmingham,  and  points  within  its 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission)  .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E48),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St., 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a 
line  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
40  from  Nashville  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  46,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  46  to  Dickson,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  48  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13  to  Clarksville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41  north 
of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  to  junction  U.S,  Highway  231, 
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thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  from  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  Nashville  to 
points  in  Alabama  (except  Birmingham 
and  points  within  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E49),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St., 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (6ame  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  east 
and  along  a  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Crossvllle,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  Knox¬ 
ville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25W-70 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
the  Tennessee-North  Carolina  State  line 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  on, 
west,  and  north  of  a  line  bounded  by  the 
Tennessee-Alabama  State  line  In  the 
North  and  extending  along  Alabama 
Highway  17  from  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  43,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  43  to  Hamilton,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  the  Alabama- 
Mlsslsslppl  State  line  (except  Birming¬ 
ham,  and  points  within  Its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E50),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points 
along  UJS.  Highway  31  between  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  and  Spring  Hill,  Tenn.,  to 
points  In  that  part  of  Alabama  along 
and  south  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
Alabama-Florlda  State  line  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  10  to  Mobile,  thence  along 
Alabama  Highway  70  to  the  Alabama- 
Mississippl  State  line  (except  Birming¬ 
ham,  and  points  within  its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E51),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Tennessee  along  and 


bounded  by  a  line  extending  from  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nashville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Huntingdon, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  22  to 
Union  City,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  5  to  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  to  points  in  Houston  County, 
Ala.  (except  Birmingham  and  points 
within  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission).  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E52),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  Bristol, 
Tenn.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  points  In  that 
part  of  Alabama  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
90  (except  Birmingham,  and  points 
within  Its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission).  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E53),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a  line 
extending  from  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  along  Tennessee  Highway  42 
to  Cookeville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  west  of  Nashville,  thence  along  Alter¬ 
nate  U.S.  Highway  41  north  to  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-Tennessee  State  line  to  points  In 
that  part  of  Alabama  along  and  south 
of  a  line  extending  along  Alabama  High¬ 
way  34  from  the  Alabama-Georgla  State 
line  west  to  the  junction  of  Alabama 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Alabama 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
280,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  280  to 
Birmingham,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20-59  to  Tuscaloosa,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the  Alabama- 
Mlssisslppi  State  line  (except  Birming¬ 
ham,  and  points  within  Its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E54),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  In  that  part 
of  Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a 
line  extending  from  Nashville,  Tenn., 


on  UJS.  Highway  70  west  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  48,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  48  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  13  to  Clarksville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  41  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  56, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  56  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  141,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  141  west  to 
Lebanon,  Tenn.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  west  to  Nashville,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Alabama  south  of  a  line  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Alabama-Georgla  State  line 
along  Interstate  Highway  59  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
20-59  to  Tuscaloosa,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  82  to  the  Mississippi-Alabama 
State  line  (except  Birmingham,  and 
points  within  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E55),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  Franklin, 
Tenn.,  and  points  In  Tennessee  along 
U.S.  Highway  31  from  Franklin,  Tenn., 
to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  that  part 
of  Alabama  along  and  south  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  20 
from  the  Alabama-Georgla  State  line  to 
Birmingham,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  20-59  to  Tuscaloosa,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  82  to  the  Mississippi- 
Alabama  State  line  (except  Birmingham, 
and  points  within  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission).  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E56),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  m  Clay  and  Macon  Counties, 
Tenn.,  to  points  In  Alabama  (except  Bir¬ 
mingham,  and  points  within  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E57),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
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which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
Murfreesboro,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  along  Interstate  Highway  24  and 
US.  Highway  70  from  Murfreesboro, 
Tenn.,  to  and  including  Nashville,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Alabama  along 
and  south  of  a  line  extending  along  U B. 
Highway  82  from  the  Alabama-Georgla 
State  line  to  Montgomery,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Alabama-Mlssis - 
sippi  State  line  (except  Birmingham,  and 
points  within  its  commercial  acme  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E58),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO..  901  Harrison  St„  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
Smyrna,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  that  part  of 
Alabama  along  and  south  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  80  (except  Birmingham,  and  points 
within  its  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission) .  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Twin. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E59),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.  901  Harrison  St.  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tom.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
Dickson  County,  Tenn.  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Alabama  along  and  south  of  a 
line  extending  from  the  Alabama-Geor¬ 
gla  State  line  along  Alabama  Highway 
52  to  Dothan,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
84  to  Andalusia,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  81  to  Mobile, 
thence  along  U.8.  Highway  98  to  the 
Alabama-Misslsslppl  State  line  (except 
Birmingham,  and  points  within  Its  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E60),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  In 
Wilson  County,  Tenn.  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Alabama  along  and  south  of  UB. 
Highway  80  (except  Birmingham,  and 
points  within  Its  commercial  zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission).  The  purpose 


of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E61>.  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
Wilson,  Lincoln,  Rutherford,  Bedford, 
and  Moore  Counties,  Tenn.  to  points  In 
that  part  of  North  Carolina  on  and  east 
of  Interstate  Highway  85  from  North 
Carolina  line  to  Henderson,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  301  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E62),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  In 
Macon  County,  Tenn.,  to  points  In  that 
part  of  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
North  Carolina  Highway  704  from  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line  to 
Prestonvllle,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  8  to  Meadows,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  89  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  311,  thence  along 
US.  Highway  311  to  Winston-Salem, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Statesville,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  to  Charlotte,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  521  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E63),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.  901  Harrison  St,  Nash¬ 
ville.  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment  from 
points  In  that  part  of  Tennessee  on  and 
bounded  by  Tennessee  Highway  53  from 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  to 
Chestnut  Mound,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  70  to  Nashville,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  65  to  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  that  part 
of  North  Carolina  east  of  North  Carolina 
Highway  168  from  the  North  Carolina 
line  south  to  Elizabeth  City,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  158  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  64,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64 
to  Bethel,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  13 
to  Greenville,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  43  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  17 


to  Newbera,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
70  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  la  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E64),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  In  that  part  of  Tennessee  west  of 
a  line  bounded  by  Interstate  Highway  24 
from  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
south  to  Monteagle  west  on  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  Lawrenceburg,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  43  to  the  Tennessee - 
Alabama  State  line  to  points  In  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway 
221.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford  County, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E65),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  on  and 
bounded  by  the  Natchez  Trace  Parkway 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  64,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  64  to  Fayetteville, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  231  to  the 
Tennessee- Alabama  State  line  to  points 
in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  221.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E66),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
vllle,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent - 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash- 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  along  and  west  of  Tennessee 
Highway  42  to  McMinnville,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  55  to  Junction 
Tennessee  Highway  50.  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  50  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  64,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
64  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  231,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Tennes¬ 
see -Alabama  State  line  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  east  of  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  95.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E67),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
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Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  along  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  231  from  the  Tennessee-Ken- 
tucky  State  line  to  Murfreesboro,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  99  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Natchez  Trace  Parkway,  thence 
along  Natchez  Trace  Parkway  to  the 
Tennessee -Mississippi  State  line  to 
points  in  North  Carolina.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E68),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
from  points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  on 
and  bounded  by  the  Tennessee  Highway 
56  from  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  to  Tennessee  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  80  to  Car¬ 
thage,  then  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  53  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 
96,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  96 
to  Murfreesboro,  thence  along  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  99  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  65,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  65  to  the  Kentucky-Tennes¬ 
see  State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  east  of  U.S.  Highway  601 
from  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
20,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  20 
to  the  South  Carolina-Georgia  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E69),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line 
bounded  by  Interstate  Highway  65  from 
the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  to  the  Tennessee-Arkansas  State 
line  to  points  in  that  part  of  South  Car¬ 
olina  on  and  bounded  by  U.S.  Highway 
321  from  the  South  Carolina-North  Car¬ 
olina  State  line  to  Columbia,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  26  to  Folly  Beach. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E70),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
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regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  Tennessee  Highway  41-70  from 
and  Including  Smyrna,  Tenn.,  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  Nashville,  Term.,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  South  Carolina  east  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  25  from  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  to 
Greenville,  thence  along  South  Carolina 
Highway  81  to  Anderson,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  the  South  Carolina- 
Georgia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E71),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  that  part  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  bounded  by  U.S.  Highway 
231  from  Lebanon,  to  Murfreesboro, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  96  to 
Franklin,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  Lebanon,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
South  Carolina  east  of  U.S.  Highway  25 
from  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line  to  Greenville,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  Junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  413,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  413  to  the  South  Carolina 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E72),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  points  in  Shelby  County, 
Tenn.,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  west  of  a  line  bounded  by  U.S. 
Highway  231  from  the  Kentucky  line  to 
Lebanon,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  to  Nashville,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  Columbia,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  99  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20.  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  to  all  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E73),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestresed  and  pre¬ 
cast  concrete  products,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling  or 
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equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  bounded  by  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  56  from  the  Kentucky 
line  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  80  to 
Carthage,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  53  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 
96,  thence  Tennessee  Highway  96  to  Mur¬ 
freesboro,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  99  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  65 
to  the  Kentucky  line  to  points  in  that 
part  of  South  Carolina  east  of  South 
Carolina  Highway  601  from  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  20,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  20  to  the  South 
Carolina-Georgia  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E74),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handlihg 
or  equipment,  from  points  In  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  bounded  by  Interstate 
Highway  65  from  the  Tennessee-Ala¬ 
bama  State  line  to  Nashville,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Ten¬ 
nessee-Arkansas  State  line  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Sourth  Carolina  on  and 
bounded  by  U.S.  Highway  321  from  the 
South  Carolina-North  Carolina  State  line 
to  Columbia,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  26  to  Folly  Beach.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E75),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and  pre¬ 
cast  concrete  products,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling  or 
equipment,  from  points  In  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  Tennessee  Highway  41-70 
south  from  and  Including  Smyrna,  Tenn., 
to  and  Including  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to 
points  In  that  part  of  South  Carolina 
east  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  25  from 
the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina  State 
line  to  Greenville,  thence  along  South 
Carolina  Highway  81  to  Anderson,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  the  South  Caro¬ 
lina-Georgia  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E76),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Roy  I..  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and  pre¬ 
cast  concrete  products,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special  handling  or 
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equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  on  and  bounded  by  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231  from  Lebanon,  to  Murfreesboro, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  96  to 
Franklin,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  Lebanon,  to  points  in  that  part 
of  South  Carolina  east  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  25  from  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  to  Greenville, 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway  20 
to  junction  South  Carolina  Highway  413, 
thence  along  South  Carolina  413  to  the 
South  Carolina -Georgia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E77),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  Shelby 
County,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  west  of  a  line  bounded  by  U.S. 
Highway  231  from  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  line  to  Lebanon,  Tenn., 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  40  to 
Nashville,  Tenn.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Columbia,  Tenn.,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  99  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20,  thence  along  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-  No.  E78),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant's  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  Jackson  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  west  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  in  the 
North,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  from  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State 
line  to  Nashville,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  the  Tennessee-Arkansas 
State  line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Geor¬ 
gia  on  and  east  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Texas -Georgia  State  line  along  Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  193  to  Lafayette,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  143  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Atlanta,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
341,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  341  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Georgla-Florida 
State  fine.  Die  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford 
County,  Tenn. 


No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Tennessee  along  and 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Lebanon, 
Tenn.,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
40  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  53, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  53  to 
Carthage,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  80  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway 
52,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  52 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  56, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  56  to 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  231, 
thence  along  UJS.  Highway  231  to  Leb¬ 
anon,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia 
south  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Ala¬ 
bama -Georgia  State  east  along  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junc¬ 
tion  Georgia  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  22  to  Junction  Georgia 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  278, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  278  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E80),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Prestressed 
and  precast  concrete  products,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
handling  or  equipment,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Tennessee  along  and 
bounded  by  a  line  extending  along  Nat¬ 
chez  Trace  Parkway  from  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  64,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway 
64  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  100, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  20,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to  the  Nat¬ 
chez  Trace  Parkway,  thence  along  the 
Natchez  Trace  Parkway  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Georgia  east  of  a  line  extending 
from  the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State 
line,  along  Georgia  Highway  119  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Georgia  Highway  38,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  38  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  23,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  23  to  Jesup,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  Georgia-Florida  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  Rutherford  County, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E81),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 


ville,  '  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
Columbia,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  31 
from  Columbia,  to  Nashville,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  Jackson,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  99,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  99  to  Columbia,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Georgia  east  and 
south  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
Georgia-North  Carolina  State  line  along 
Georgia  Highway  11  to  Blairsvllle,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  19-129  to  junction 
Georgia  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  9  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  Atlanta,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  34, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  34  to  the 
Alabama-Georgia  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E82),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  along 
and  bounded  by  a  line  extending  from 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  along 
UJ3.  Highway  231  to  Murfreesboro, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  96 
west  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  100, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65  to  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State 
line  to  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia 
along  and  south  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line 
with  U.S.  Highway  78-278  to  Junction 
Georgia  Highway  16,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  16  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  22,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  22  to  Milledgevllle,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  49  to  Macon,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junction 
Georgia  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  22  to  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E83),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
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or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  31E  from 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  to 
Nashville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70 
to  junction  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  70, 
thence  along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  70 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  79  to  Milan,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  104  to  Dyers- 
burg,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
20  to  the  Tennessee -Missouri  State  line 
to  points  in  Georgia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E84),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO.,  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Prestressed  and 
precast  concrete  products,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  special  handling 
or  equipment,  from  points  in  that  part  of 
Tennessee  along  and  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  96  and  Tennesee  Highway  100 
southwest  of  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Tennessee  Highway  100  to 
Linden,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  99  to  Columbia,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  Nashville,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  100,  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  100  and  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  96  to  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia 
south  of  a  line  extending  from  the  Ala¬ 
bama -Georgia  State  line  along  Georgia 
Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  80, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  junc¬ 
tion  Georgia  Highway  22,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  Macon,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  49  to  Milledgevllle,  thence  along 
Georgia  Highway  22  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Georgia  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  US.  Highway  278, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  278  to  the 
Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Rutherford  County,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  121470  (Sub-No.  E85),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER  CO..  901  Harrison  St.,  Nash¬ 
ville.  Tenn.  37203.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  L.  Tanksley  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  and  precast  concrete  products 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
special  handling  or  equipment,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  along 
and  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  Junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  100  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  96  and  extending  along 
Tennessee  Highway  96  to  Triune,  thence 
along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  41-31  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  102,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  102  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  25,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  25  to  Gallatin,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  109  to  Junction  In¬ 


terstate  Highway  40.  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  Nashville,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  100  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  96,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  96  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Georgia  south  of  a  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  20  from  the 
Alabama-Georgia  State  line  to  Atlanta, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  85  to 
the  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Rutherford  County, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E16>,  filed 
September  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MA¬ 

CHINERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC..  P.O. 
Box  266.  Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Sein- 
inger  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Pipe,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  requires  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  Beloit 
and  Turtle.  Wise.,  and  points  in  Illinois 
(except  Union,  Johnson,  Pope,  Hardin, 
Alexander,  Pulaski,  and  Massac  Coun¬ 
ties).  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  any  point  in 
Arkansas,  any  point  in  Williamson, 
Franklin,  or  Saline  Counties,  HI.,  and 
any  point  in  Winnebago  County,  ni. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E17),  filed 
September  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MA¬ 

CHINERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  266,  Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Sein- 
inger  Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities.  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  and  of  related  arti¬ 
cles  and  supplies  when  their  transporta¬ 
tion  is  incidental  to  the  transportation 
of  commodities  which  by  reason  of  size 
or  weight  require  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Indiana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Randolph.  Perry.  Washington,  Jefferson, 
Hardin,  Pope,  Massac,  Johnson,  Pulaski, 
Union.  Alexander,  and  Jackson  Coun¬ 
ties,  HI.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  any  point  in 
Williamson,  Franklin,  or  Saline  Counties, 
HI. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E18),  filed 
September  8.  1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seininger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wire  and  wire 
products,  fencing  materials  and  acces¬ 
sories,  nails,  staples,  rods,  joist,  angles, 
and  bars,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment  from  points  in  that 
part  of  Kentucky  on,  south,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  119  and  the  Kentucky-West 
Virginia  State  line,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  119  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 


way  15,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
15  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  80  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  420,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  420  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  52,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  52  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
150,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  150  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31W,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
31 W  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway 
1638,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
1638  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  79, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  79  to 
junction  with  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
State  line  to  points  in  Polk,  St.  Croix, 
Pierce,  Dunn,  Pepin,  Buffalo,  Trempea¬ 
leau.  LaCrosse,  Monroe,  Vernon,  Rich¬ 
land,  Crawford,  Grant,  Iowa,  and 
Lafayette  Counties,  Wise.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  any  point  in  Williamson,  Franklin,  or 
Saline  Counties,  HI.,  and  the  plant  site 
of  Keystone  Steel  and  Wire  Company  at 
Bartonville,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  El 9),  filed 
September  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seininger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wire  and  wire 
products,  fencing  materials  and  acces¬ 
sories,  nails,  staples,  rods,  joists,  angles, 
and  bars,  the  transportation  or  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  from  points  in 
that  part  of  Kentucky  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beerinning  at  the  junction 
of  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line 
and  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  thenefe  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
65  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  88, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  88  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  54,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  54  to  junction  with  the  Ken¬ 
tucky-Indiana  State  line  to  points  In 
that  part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Ashland,  Wls.,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
78,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  78 
to  junction  with  the  Wisconsin-Hlinois 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  any  points 
in  Williamson,  Franklin,  or  Saline  Coun¬ 
ties,  HI.,  and  the  plant  site  of  Keystone 
Steel  and  Wire  Company  at  Bartonville, 
HI.  | 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E20),  filed 
September  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266,  ! 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seininger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  j 
routes,  transporting:  Wire  and  wire  i 
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products,  fencing  materials  and  acces¬ 
sories,  nails,  staples,  rods,  foists,  angles, 
and  bars,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  from  points  In 
that  part  of  Kentucky,  on,  west,  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junction 
of  the  Kentucky -Tennessee  State  line 
and  U.S.  Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  junction  with  the  Ken- 
tucky-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Wisconsin  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  junction  of  the  Wiscon¬ 
sin -Michigan  State  line  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  26,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  26  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  151,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  151,  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  78,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  78  to  junction  with  the  Wiscon¬ 
sin-Ill  inois  state  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
any  points  In  Williamson,  Franklin,  or. 
Saline  Counties,  m.,  and  the  plant  site  of 
Keystone  Steel  and  Wire  Company  at 
Bartonville,  HL 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E21),  filed 
September  8.  1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seinlnger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wire  and  wire 
products,  fencing  materials  and  acces¬ 
sories,  Hails,  staples,  rods,  foists,  angles, 
and  bars,  the  transportation  of  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  from  Gibson, 
Pike,  Dubois,  Perry,  Spencer,  Warrick, 
Vanderburgh,  and  Posey  Counties,  Ind., 
to  points  In  that  part  of  Wisconsin  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State 
line  and  UJ3.  Highway  51,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  8  to 
Junction  Wisconsin  Highway  13,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
78,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  78 
to  junction  with  the  Wlsconsin-minols 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  any  points 
in  Williamson,  Franklin,  or  Saline  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ill.,  and  the  plant  sites  of  Keystone 
Steel  and  Wire  Company  at  Bartonville, 
HI. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
September  8, 1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seinlnger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  of  related  articles  and 
supplies  when  their  transportation  Is  In¬ 


cidental  to  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  that  part  of  Illinois  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Junction  of  Illinois  Highway  150  and 
the  Mississippi  River,  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  150  to  Chester,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  3  to  junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  149,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  149  to  junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  127,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway 
127  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  66,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  97  at  Bprlngfield,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  97  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  78,  thence  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  78  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  90  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  88, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  88  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  17,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  17  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  (Including  LaSalle  and  Rockford)  to 
junction  Illinois- Wisconsin  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  that  part  of  Kentucky  on,  west 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
junction  of  U.8.  Highway  27  and  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  Junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31W,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31W 
to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  259, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  259  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  79,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  79  to  junction 
Kentucky-Indiana  State  line  (except  be¬ 
tween  Danville,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Owensboro,  Ky.) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  any  point  In  Williamson, 
Franklin,  or  Saline  Counties,  Ill. 

No.  MC  124947  (Sub-No.  E23),  filed 
September  8,  1974.  Applicant:  MACHIN¬ 
ERY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  266, 
Stroud,  Okla.  74079.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  T.  M.  Brown,  600  Seinlnger 
Bldg.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  of  related  articles  and 
supplies  when  their  transportation  Is  In¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  com¬ 
modities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Kentucky,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In  that 
part  of  Illinois  on,  south,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  junction  of  the 
Ulinols-Iowa  State  line  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  136,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136 
to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  94,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  94  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  24,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to 


Junction  Illinois  Highway  104,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  104  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  66  (Interstate  Highway 
55),  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  (In¬ 
terstate  Highway  55)  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  48,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  48  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  127, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  127  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  37,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  37  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
460  to  junction  with  the  Hllnols-Indlana 
State  line  (except  points  In  Union,  John¬ 
son,  Pope,  Hardin,  Alexander,  Pulaski, 
and  Massac  Counties).  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  any  point  In  Williamson,  Franklin, 
or  Saline  Counties,  Ill. 

Applicant:  SIMRSONVILLE  GARAGE 
WRECKER  SERVICE,  P.O.  Box  E,  Bowl¬ 
ing  Green,  Ky.  42101.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Nader  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  wrecked, 
disabled,  and  repossessed  motor  vehicles, 
wrecked  or  disabled  trailers  designed  to 
be  drawn  by  passenger  vehicles,  Includ¬ 
ing  trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  pas¬ 
senger  automobiles,  and  replacement  ve¬ 
hicles  and  parts  therefore,  by  use  of 
wrecker  equipment  only,  between  points 
In  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  and 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Rapid  River,  Michigan,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Marquette,  Michigan,  In¬ 
cluding  Marquette  and  points  In  Its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  In  Wyoming  on  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Inter¬ 
section  of  Wyoming  Highway  430  with 
the  Wyoming/Colorado  boundary  line, 
thence  over  Wyoming  Highway  430  to 
Rock  Springs,  Wyoming,  Including  Rock 
Springs  and  its  commercial  zone,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Its  Intersection 
with  U.S.  Highway  30-N,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  30-N  to  Sage,  Wyoming, 
thence  over  Wyoming  Highway  89  to  its 
intersection  with  the  Wyoming/Utah 
border  line;  and  points  In  Wyoming  on 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Intersection  of  U.S.  Highway  30  with 
the  Nebraska/Wyoming  boundary  line, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Chey¬ 
enne,  Wyoming,  Including  Cheyenne  and 
Its  commercial  zone,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Laramie,  Wyoming,  In¬ 
cluding  Laramie  and  Its  commercial 
zone,  thence  over  Wyoming  Highway  130 
to  Its  intersection  with  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  230,  thence  over  Wyoming  Highway 
230  to  Its  Intersection  with  the  Wyoming/ 
Colorado  boundary  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  State  of  Illinois. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21836  Filed  8-18-76;8:46  am] 
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[Notlc*  No.  67] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

August  19,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Sections  212(b) ,  206(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  and  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder  (49  C.F.R. 
Part  1132) ,  appear  below: 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion.  As  provided  In  the  Commission’s 
Special  Rules  of  Practice  any  Interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  on  or  before  September  8, 
1975.  Pursuant  to  Section  17(8)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  the  filing  of 
such  a  petition  will  postpone  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  order  In  that  proceeding 
pending  Its  disposition.  The  matters  re¬ 
lied  upon  by  petitioners  must  be  specified 
In  their  petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-76017.  By  order  of  August 
13.  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Muncle  Food  Haul¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  Selma,  Ind.,  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificates  Nos.  MC  114463  and 
MC  114463  (Sub-No.  6) ,  Issued  November 
29.  1967,  and  December  31.  1969,  to 
Stevenson's  Refrigerated  Tnick  Service, 
Inc.,  Muncle,  Ind.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  meats,  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts,  packinghouse  products,  and 
dairy  products,  from  Muncle,  Ind.,  and 
other  named  points  In  Indiana,  to  speci¬ 
fied  points  in  Illinois,  Michigan,  and 
Ohio.  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327  South  La¬ 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  m.  60604,  Attor¬ 
ney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC-76019.  By  order  entered 
August  12,  1975,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Airport  Express, 
Incorporated.  South  San  Franclsoo, 
Calif.,  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth  In 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC  121392 
(Sub-No.  1).  Issued  April  14,  1964.  to 
L  &  V  Trucking,  Inc.,  Union  City,  Calif, 
evidencing  a  right  to  engage  In  transpor¬ 
tation,  In  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
of  general  commodities  between  points  In 
California.  J.  O.  van  Heuven,  216  Harris 
Court,  8..  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94080,  for 
transferee,  and  LAV  Trucking,  Inc, 
32650  Baker  Road,  Union  City,  Calif, 
transferor. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-21836  Filed  8-18-76:8:46  am] 


MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

[Notice  No.  02] 

August  14,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 


Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CF.R.  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  In  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  date 
the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
Is  published  In  the  Federal  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on  the 
applicant,  or  Its  authorized  representa¬ 
tive,  If  any,  and  the  protestant  must  cer¬ 
tify  that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protest  must  Identify  the  operating  au¬ 
thority  upon  which  It  Is  predicated,  spec¬ 
ifying  the  “MC”  docket  and  "Sub”  num¬ 
ber  and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  It  can 
and  will  provide  and  the  amount  and 
type  of  equipment  it  will  make  available 
for  use  In  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  completeness  and  pertinence 
of  the  protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  Its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  Is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C,  and  also  In 
the  LC.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests 
are  to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  52567  (Sub- No.  730TA),  filed 
August  4,  1975.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO 
CARRIERS,  INC,  2140  W.  79th  St,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HL  60620.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  Bouril  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Contain¬ 
ers.  materials,  supplies,  and  parts  used  In 
the  manufacture,  assembly,  and  servic¬ 
ing  of  containers,  from  Eagle.  Pa,  to 
Baltimore,  Md.;  Brooklyn,  N.Y.;  Port 
Newark,  N.J.;  Savannah,  Oa.;  Norfolk, 
Va.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  New  Orleans,  La.; 
Charleston,  S.C.;  Portland.  Oreg.;  San 
Francisco,  Calif.;  and  Corpus  Chris ti, 
Tex,  for  180  days.  Supporting  Shipper: 
Otndy  Manufacturing  Corporation, 
Route  100,  Eagle,  Pa.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  Q.  Anderson,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Ever¬ 
ett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg,  219  S.  Dear¬ 
born  St,  Room  1086,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  104589  (Sub-No.  32TA),  filed 
August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
FREIOHTWAYS.  INC,  P.O.  Box  374, 
EusUs,  Fla.  32726.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  C.  Venable.  Suite  805,  666 
Eleventh  St.  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Weld¬ 
ing  Equipment,  materials,  and  supplies; 
<2)  Electric  motors  and  (3)  Materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  Items  In  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  from  the  plantsltes  and  storage 
facilities  of  The  Lincoln  Electric  Com¬ 


pany  in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  points  in  its 
Commercial  Zone  to  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton.  Oregon.  California,  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  and  to  Jacksonville, 
Tampa.  Miami  and  Mulberry,  Fla,  un¬ 
der  continuing  contract  with  The  Lincoln 
Electric  Company,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  The  Lincoln  Electric 
Company.  22801  St.  Clair  Ave,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  34117.  Send  protests  to:  O.  H. 
Fauss,  Jr,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  Street, 
Jacksonville.  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  987TA),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC,  P.O. 
Box  308,  Forest  Park.  Oa.  30050.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
3379  Peachtree  Road  NE„  Suite  379,  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa.  30326.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  In  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration  (except  commod¬ 
ities  In  bulk),  from  the  plantalte  and 
storage  facilities  of  Superior  Packing  Co, 
at  Ellensburg  and  Seattle,  Wash,  to 
points  in  Massachusetts,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Washington,  D.C,  and 
points  in  Virginia  and  Maryland  within 
the  District  of  Columbia  commercial 
zone,  applicant  holds  authority  to  op¬ 
erate  In  Ontario  and  Quebec,  Canada, 
and  will  handle  traffic  from  New  York  to 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Superior  Packing  Co, 
Inc,  P.O.  Box  277,  Ellensburg,  Wash. 
Send  protests  to:  William  L.  Scroggs,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St. 
NW,  Room  546,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30309. 

No.  MC  110410  (Sub-No.  16TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  July  1,  1975,  published  In 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  18, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
Issue.  Applicant:  BENTON  BROTH¬ 
ERS  FILM  EXPRESS.  INC,  168  Baker 
St  N.W,  Atlanta.  Oa.  30313.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative :  Warren  doff, 
2006  Clarke  Tower,  Memphis.  Term. 
38137.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Motion  picture  film,  theatre  sup¬ 
plies.  and  advertising  material,  between 
Atlanta,  Oa,  and  Charlotte,  N.C,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are  ap¬ 
proximately  7  statements  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  In  Washington,  D.C,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  William  L.  Scroggs,  District 
Supervisor,  Room  546,  1252  Peachtree 
St.  NW,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

Nora. — Applicant  Intends  to  tack  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority  with  MC  110410,  either  at  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa,  or  Charlotte,  N.C.  The  purpose  of 
this  rep ubll cation  la  to  correct  the  com¬ 
modity  deecrtptlon. 

No.  MC  111375  (Sub-No.  78TA),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  PIRKLE  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3358,  Madison,  Wls.  53704.  Ap- 
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plicant’s  representative:  Charles  E.  Dye 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sand,  water  softening  or 
blasting,  from  Femwood,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Garnet  Abrasive  Co.,  P.O.  Box  507,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  53201.  Send  protests  to: 
Barney  L.  Hardin,  District  Supervisor, 
139  W.  Wilson  St.,  Room  202,  Madison, 
Wis.  53703. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  562TA),  filed 
August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Processed  film,  proofs,  and 
advertising  material;  business  papers, 
records,  audit  and  accounting  media  of 
all  kinds,  between  Carol  Stream,  Ill.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  St. 
Houis,  Mo.;  Omaha,  Nebr.;  and  points  in 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Spectrum  Labs,  399  Gunderson,  Carol 
Stream,  Ill.  Send  protests  to:  Anthony  D. 
Gialmo,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  26  Federal  Plaza, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  113388  (Sub-No.  1UTA),  filed 
August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  LESTER  C. 
NEWTON  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  618, 
Seaford,  Del.  19973.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K  St., 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  Ware¬ 
house  and  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Pepperidge  Farm,  located  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania,  to  points  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and 
New  York,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  David  P.  Beardsley,  Manager,  Dis¬ 
tribution,  Pepperidge  Farm,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  5500,  Norwalk,  Conn.  06856.  Send 
protests  to:  William  L.  Hughes,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  814-B  Federal  Bldg.,  Baltimore, 
Md.  21201. 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub-No.  63TA),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  GRA-BELL 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  679  Lincoln  Ave., 
Holland,  Mich.  49423.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilhelmina  Boersma,  1600 
First  Federal  Bldg.,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  and  pre¬ 
served  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) ,  from 
the  distribution  center  site  of  Heinz 
U.S.A.  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  West  Virginia,  and  Bland, 
Giles,  and  Tazewell  Counties,  Va.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  specified  points,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Heinz  U.S.A., 
P.O.  Box  57,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15230.  Send 
protests  to:  C.  R.  Flemming,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 


state  Commerce  Commission,  225  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg..  Lansing,  Mich.  4893S. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  326TA) ,  filed 
August  5,  1975.  Applicant:  BANKERS 
DISPATCH  CORPORATION,  1106  W. 
35th  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60609.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Paul  R.  Bergant  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Audit  media,  printed  matter  for  test¬ 
ing  purposes,  and  other  business  records, 
between  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Atlanta,  Ga.;  Baltimore,  Md.;  New  York, 
N.Y.;  Houston,  Tex.;  Richmond,  Va.; 
Toledo,  Ohio;  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  S-Tek  Computer 
Service,  Inc.,  Kenneth  H.  Williams,  214  S. 
13  Vz  St.,  P.O.  Box  328,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
47807.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  G.  Ander¬ 
son,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Everett  McKinley 
Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Room 
1086,  Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  124328  (Sub-No.  86TA),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  BRINK’S, 
INCORPORATED,  234  E.  24th  St.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60616.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  704  South¬ 
ern  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Silver  bullion  and 
silver  items  and  products,  between  Fair- 
field,  Conn.;  El  Monte,  Calif.;  and  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Handy  &  Harman,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Handy  &  Harman,  1700 
Kings  Highway,  Fairfield,  Conn.  60430. 
Send  protests  to:  Richard  K.  Shullaw, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St.,  Room  1086, 
Chicago,  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  127100  (Sub-No.  14TA),  filed 
July  31,  1975.  Applicant:  B  &  B  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  911  Summit  St.,  Toledo, 
Ohio  43604.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  K.  Boxell,  9th  Floor  Toledo  Truct 
Bldg.,  Toledo,  Ohio  43604.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  (beer  and  ale)  bever¬ 
ages,  in  containers,  between  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  and  Sandusky,  Ohio,  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  The  Thornburgh 
Sales  Company,  applicant  intends  to  tack 
its  existing  authority  with  MC  127100 
Sub-8,  for  180  days,  Supporting  shipper: 
The  Thornburgh  Sales  Company,  911 
Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio.  Send  protests 
to:  Keith  D.  Warner,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  313  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  234  Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43604. 

No.  MC  128698  (Sub-No.  IOTA),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  ERDNER 
BROS.,  INC.,  Davidson  Road,  Swedes- 
boro,  N.J.  08085.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1522  K.  St.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  ware¬ 
house  and  storage  facilities  utilized  by 
Pepperidge  Farm,  located  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Pep¬ 
peridge  Farm,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  5500,  Nor¬ 
walk,  Conn.  06856.  Send  protests  to: 
Dieter  H.  Harper,  Transportation  Spe¬ 
cialist,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
428  East  State  St.,  Room  204,  Trenton, 
N.J.  08608. 

No.  MC  128841  (Sub-No.  7TA),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  MUR-GAIL, 
INC.,  301  North  Fifth  St.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55401.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  premium 
trading  stamp  companies,  in  shipper 
owned  or  leased  equipment  (trailers), 
having  had  immediate  prior  transporta¬ 
tion  by  rail  from  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  to  New  Ulm,  Minn.,  and  re¬ 
turned  merchandise,  from  New  Ulm, 
Minn.,  to  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  under  continuing  contract  with 
The  Sperry  and  Hutchinson  Company, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  The 
Sperry  and  Hutchinson  Company,  330 
Madison  Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10017. 
Send  protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District 
Supervisor1,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.  &  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  S.  4th 
St.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  134219  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE  V. 
D’AGOSTINO,  doing  business  as  AIRLIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Foot  of  Cutters  Dock 
Road,  Woodbridge,  N.J.  07095.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  A.  David  Millner, 
744  Broad  St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  bars, 
rods,  sheets,  angles,  plates,  and  struc¬ 
tural  steel  (except  steel  building  prod¬ 
ucts),  from  Harrison,  N:J.,  to  points  in 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  1  M.C.C. 
655,  for  the  account  of  Sovereign  Metals, 
Inc.,  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  between  points 
in  the  New  York  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  and  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
under  continuing  contract  with  Sover¬ 
eign  Metal  Corporation,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Sovereign  Metal 
Corporation,  10  East  40th  St.,  New  York, 
^N.Y.  10016.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  S. 
H.  Vance,  District  Superior,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  9  Clinton  St.,  Newark,  N.J. 
07102. 

No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
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37465,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joseph  Winter,  33  North 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  such  commodities  as  are 
usually  dealt  in  and  used  by  a  meat 
processor  (except  hides  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  from  Lansing,  Ill.,  to  the 
commercial  zones  of  Joplin  and  Spring- 
field,  Mo.;  Amarillo,  Dallas,  El  Paso, 
Garland,  Fort  Worth,  Houston,  San 
Antonio,  Lubbock,  and  Tyler,  Tex.;  and 
Oklahoma  City  and  Tulsa,  Okla.,  under 
continuing  contract  with  Land  O  Frost, 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Daniel  Perry,  Traffic  Manager,  Land  O 
Frost,  Inc.,  16850  Chicago  Ave.,  Lansing, 
HI.  60438.  Send  protests  to:  Carroll  Rus¬ 
sell,  District  Supervisor,  Suite  620  Union 
Pacific  Plaza,  110  North  14th  St.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68102. 

No.  MC  139858  (Sub-No.  4TA) ,  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  AMSTAN 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  1255  Corwin  Ave., 
Hamilton,  Ohio  45015.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Chandler  L.  Van  Orman,  704 
Southern  Bldg.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Fire¬ 
places,  chimneys  and  chimney  assem¬ 
blies,  and  related  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies,  from  Huntington,  Ind.,  and  North 
Manchester,  Ind.,  to  Birmingham,  Mo¬ 
bile,  Montgomery,  Ala.;  Colorado 
Springs,  Denver,  Ft.  Collins,  Grand 
Junction,  Colo.;  New  Haven,  Conn.; 
Fort  Lauderdale,  Jacksonville,  Lees¬ 
burg,  Orlando,  Pensacola,  Saint  Pe¬ 
tersburg,  Sarasota,  Fla.;  Atlanta 
Chamblee,  Columbus,  Macon,  Ga.;  Chi¬ 
cago,  Decatur,  Elgin,  Joliet,  Lisle,  Moline, 
Mundelein,  Peoria,  Rockford,  HI.;  Cedar 
Rapids,  Des  Moines,  Dubuque,  Sioux  City, 
Iowa;  Wichita,  Kans.;  Lexington,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.;  New  Orleans,  Shreveport,  La.; 
Auburn,  Turner,  Maine;  Baltimore,  Elli- 
cott  City,  Md.;  East  Cambridge,  Natick, 
Springfield,  Mass. ;  Bay  City,  Detroit, 
Lansing,  Traverse  City,  Mich. ;  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Minneapolis,  Plymouth,  St.  Paul, 
Minn.;  Gulfport,  Jackson,  Miss.;  Hil¬ 
liard,  Kansas  City,  Raytown,  St.  Louis, 
Springfield,  Mo.;  Grand  Island,  Omaha, 
Nebr.;  Manchester,  N.H.;  Bayonne,  New 
Berlin,  N.J.;  Albany,  Binghamton,  Buf¬ 
falo,  Farmingdale,  New  Hartford,  Phelps, 
Rochester,  Syracuse,  Utica,  N.Y.;  Albu¬ 
querque,  N.  Mex.;  Charlotte,  Durham, 
Greensboro,  N.C.;  Fargo,  N.  Dak.;  Akron, 
Alliance,  Brunswick,  Canton,  Cincinnati, 
Cleveland,  Columbus,  Dayton,  Lima, 
Toledo,  Ohio;  Oklahoma  City,  Tulsa, 
Okla.;  Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh,  Scran¬ 
ton,  Sharon,  Pa.;  Providence,  R.I.;  Co¬ 
lumbia,  S.C.;  Rapid  City,  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.;  Chattanooga,  Jackson,  Knoxville, 
Memphis,  Nashville,  Tenn. ;  Austin,  Cor¬ 
pus  Christi,  Dallas,  Houston,  Lubbock, 
Tex.;  Appleton,  La  Crosse,  Madison, 
Menomonee,  Milwaukee,  Wis. ;  (2)  Mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  supplies,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  above-mentioned  commodities 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
l  . 


which  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  from 
points  in  Oregon,  Hlinols,  and  Ohio,  to 
Huntington,  Ind.,  and  North  Manchester, 
Inc.,  under  continuing  contract  with  Ma¬ 
jestic  Company  (an  American  Standard 
Co.),  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Majestic  Company  (an  American  Stand¬ 
ard  Co.) ,  P.O.  Box  2003,  New  Brunswick, 
N.J.  08903.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  J. 
Lowry,  District  Supervisor,  Room  5514- 
B  Federal  Bldg.,  550  Main  St.,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio  45202. 

No.  MC  141143  (Sub-No.  1TA) ,  filed 
July  22,  1975.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  116  Druid  St.,  P.O. 
Box  6219,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32205.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1107  Blackstone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
32202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  in  containers  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  automobiles),  be¬ 
tween  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone  (except  Yulee  and 
Femandina  Beach,  Fla.),  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  (1)  Trailer  Marine 
Transport  Corporation,  1045  Bond  Ave., 
P.O.  Box  2110,  Jacksonville.  Fla.  32203. 
(2)  Sea-Land  Service,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
3281,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32206.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Box  35008,  400 
West  Bay  St.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  80TA),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  HOFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  583,  Pittsburg,  Kans.  66762.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Clyde  N.  Chris- 
tey,  641  Harrison,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trace  minerals  and 
pigments,  from  points  in  Hardin  County, 
HI.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Texas,  and  Wyoming,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Westmin  Corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  822,  Quincy,  HI.  62301. 
Send  protests  to:  M.  K  Taylor,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  501  Petroleum  Bldg.,  Wichita, 
Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  141221  TA,  filed  August  6, 
1975.  Applicant:  CENTROPORT  DRAY- 
AGE,  INC.,  2836  Dauphine  St.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  70150.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  T.  Davis,  Sr.  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Containers,  loaded  and  unloaded,  in¬ 
cluding  container  inter-modal  tank  units, 
also  general  commodities,  between  points 
within  the  New  Orleans  Commercial 
Zone,  including  New  Orleans,  also  points 
within  seven  and  one-half  miles  of  New 
Orleans  Commercial  Zone,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Cosmos  Slipping 
Company,  Inc.,  Mr.  H.  C.  Hirdes,  Vice 
President,  107  Camp  St.,  New  Orleans, 
La.  70130.  E.  S.  Binnings,  Inc.,  Mr.  L.  W. 


Weiss,  Jr.,  724  Whitney  Bldg.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.  70130.  J.  W.  Allen  Company, 
Inc.,  Mr.  H.  J.  Bernard,  Jr.,  President, 
Whitney  Bank  Bldg.,  New  Orleans,  La. 
70130.  Send  protests  to:  Ray  C.  Arm¬ 
strong,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  T-9038 
U.S.  Postal  Service  Bldg.,  701  Loyola 
Ave.,  New  Orleans,  La.  70113. 

No.  MC  141223  TA,  filed  August  6, 
1975.  Applicant:  BILL  McCAWLEY,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  McCAWLEY  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  7215  NE.  175th  (Space  114), 
Bothell,  Wash.  98011.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Glenn  W.  Toomey,  3714 
Seattle  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Seattle,  Wash.  98154.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Building  materials,  all  kinds,  indus¬ 
trial  pipe,  steel,  aU  kinds,  between  points 
in  Oregon,  Washingtoh  and  points  on  the 
Washington  and  British  Columbia 
Border,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  There  are  approximately  6  state¬ 
ments  of  support  attached  to  the  appli¬ 
cation,  which  may  be  examined  at  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  copies  thereof 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  field  of¬ 
fice  named  below.  Send  protests  to:  L.  D. 
Bonne,  Transportation  Specialist,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  858  Federal  Bldg.,  915 
Second  Ave.,  Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  141225  TA,  filed  August  8, 
1975.  Applicant:  BURNS  TRANSFER, 
INC.,  2538  North  Washington  St.,  Ko¬ 
komo,  Ind.  46901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  P.  Dechert,  300  North 
Main  St.,  Box  269,  Kokomo,  Ind.  46901. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Used  household 
goods,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  shipments  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  in  containers  and  fur¬ 
ther  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pick-up  and  delivery  service  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  packing,  crating,  and  contain¬ 
erization  or  unpacking,  uncrating,  and 
decontainerization  of  such  shipments,  to 
and  from  all  counties  within  the  state  of 
Indiana,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
pers:  Richardson  Transfer  &  Storage 
Co.,  Inc.,  992  East  Artesia  Blvd.,  Long 
Beach,  Calif.  90806.  American  Ensign 
Van  Service,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  6000  Pacifie 
Station,  Long  Beach,  Calif.  90806.  Nep¬ 
tune  World  Wide  Moving,  55  Weyman 
Ave.,  New  Rochelle,  N.Y.  10805.  Bekins 
International  Lines,  Inc.,  820  East  “D” 
St.,  Wilmington,  Calif.  90744.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  345  West  Wayne  St., 
Room  204,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46802. 

Application  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  141224  TA.  filed  August  7, 
1975.  Applicant:  LEONARD  MARTNEZ 
SMITH,  doing  business  as  ALL  AMER¬ 
ICAN  TOURS,  2530  North  6th  St.,  Har¬ 
risburg.  Pa-  17110.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  R.  Atkins,  2  North 
Market  Square,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
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mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  same  vehicle,  in 
round-trip  charter  and/or  special  opera¬ 
tions,  for  sightseeing  or  pleasure  tours, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Dauphin  County,  also  Central  Penn 
Business  School  of  Summerdale,  Cum¬ 
berland  County,  to  points  in  all  48  United 
States,  including  Alaska  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Statements  supporting  the  ap¬ 
plication  were  submitted  by  20  Harris¬ 
burg  Area  churches,  the  Camp  Curtin 
YMCA,  the  Inter-Denominational  Minis¬ 
ters  Council,  Airline  Charter  Tours,  and 
the  Central  Penn  Business  School;  addi¬ 
tionally,  petitions  signed  by  approxi¬ 
mately  700  individuals  were  included  in 


support  of  the  application.  Send  protests 
to:  Robert  P.  Amerine,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  278  Federal 
Bldg.,  P.O.  Box  869,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17108. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-21837  Filed  8-18-76:8:45  am] 


RATE  BUREAUS 

Proposed  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 

In  Ex  Parte  No.  297  “Rate  Bureau  In¬ 
vestigation,”  served  June  16,  1975,  this 
Commission  concluded  that  a  uniform 


system  of  accounts  should  be  promul¬ 
gated  for  rate  bureau* . 

Accordingly,  this  notice  Is  published 
to  solicit  views  and  comments  from  in¬ 
terested  parties  concerning  the  promul¬ 
gation  of  a  uniform  system  of  accounts 
for  rate  bureaus.  Also,  parties  wishing 
to  receive  a  copy  of  our  exposure  draft 
on  the  proposed  system,  when  published, 
should  submit  their  names  and  addresses 
to  this  Commission  by  September  30, 
1975,  to:  John  A.  Grady,  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Accounts,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  12th  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

[seal]  John  A.  Grady, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.75-21833  Filed  8-18-75:8:45  am] 
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